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MR* SUDE, OF VERMONT, 

ON THE ABOLITION OP SLAVERY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.^ 
DELIVERED IN THE HOUSE OK REPRESENTATIVES OK THE U. S. I 
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TO WHICH IS ADDED THE INTENDED CONCLUSION OF THE SPEECH, 

SUPPRESSED BY RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE. 


Tho question being on the motion made by Mr. Slade, 
on the 18th of December, to refer to a select com¬ 
mittee the memorial of Isaiah Stokes, and two hun¬ 
dred and niuctv-two other men, and Rachel Frans, 
and three hundred and four other women, of Stnrks- 
boro and its vicinity, m the State of Vermont, pray¬ 
ing for tho abolition of slavery and tho stave trade in 
tho District of Columbia: 

Mr. Slade said, that, as the memorial which he had 
had the honor to present, contained merely a prayer for 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, unaccompanied by arguments in 
its support, he felt called on, as the representative of the 
memorialists, to stare, in their behalf, the grounds on 
' which lie understood the prayer of the memorial to bo 
founded. 

< Mr. S. said he approached this subject with great he¬ 
sitation and embarrassment. He felt admonished by 
.every thing he saw around him, that, it was exceeding¬ 
ly unpleasant to a large portion of the house. He had 
seen at the present session, as on former occasions, a 
manifest determination to suppress all debate upon it. 
It had been treated as a prohibited subject—as one on 
which it was unlawful to speak. • Nothing would satis¬ 
fy a portion of the house, but silence—absolute silence 
—both on tho part of the people ,and their representa¬ 
tives. 

• It was not so, Mr. S. said, on other subjects. Our 
sessions are opened by the appointment of numerous 
committees, to whom are assigned various duties, cor¬ 
responding with the vast range of subjects within the 
competency of our legislation. The people send their 
petitions: their representatives rise in their places, from; 
day to day, and present them. They are listened to 
and referred; and, thereupon; quietly pass to the ap¬ 
propriate committees for examination. I 

But, among all the matters that concern the people 
whom we represent, there is one thing they must not, 
even pray for. They must not pray that 7,000 human ; 
beings, who are, by the laws of the United States, held 
\ts property in this district, over which congress has an 
exclusive right to legislate, shall cease to be thus holden, 
And be taken and deemed as men and women , to all in¬ 
tents and purposes. For this, they must not pray. It 
•^8 true, we receive their petitions; but the moment it 
is discovered thnt they touch this subject they arc laid 
on the table, and nailed there, quicker than I can de¬ 
scribe the operation. It is .wonderful to observe its ra- 
, pidity. As soon as it is announced that there is any 
thing about slavery and the slave trade in a petition, up 
starts a gentleman over the way, and before ho gets 
on his feet, the speaker anticipates his motion and 
announces it;: andf, forthwith, the petition is on the ta¬ 
bu* and the nail driven! This process has been re¬ 
peated so often, that it has come to work with the pre¬ 
cision of machinery. 


Sir, I am astonished at this. I am amazed that a, 
question so deeply, affecting the honor of this nation, and • 
so strongly identified with the great principles of human' 
freedom, should be thus smothered by us; and espe¬ 
cially, when it is pressed upon our consideration in res^' 
pcctful memorials from the people who sent us hero. 
VVe sometimes talk about the sacred right of petition.; 
But what is it worth, if petitions and petitioners may be' 
thus disposed of? We may keep up the form of re¬ 
ceiving petitions; but it will be, to all practical purposes, 
a mere mockery—a studied and cruel contempt of 
the interests and feelings of the people. 

Whose government is this? And who arc we? 
Are we servants ? or are we masters ? Si-, the people, 
of whom these-petitioners form a part, made this gov* 
ernment. It is theirs—not ours. They have constitu¬ 
ted us their servants; and the powers with which wo; 
are invested arc given us for the due administration of 
their government—in adjusting the powers of which, 
they have expressly reserved to themselves the right to 
lay before us their petitions—that is, the right of toting* 
us what they want. 

And now, shall we, the representatives and servants \ 
of the people, fell them that their petitions shall not be 
so much as considered, or even read ? Can there bet- 
in principle, a greater outrage on their rights than this ? 
Not listen to and consider the requests of the people?: 
and that, too. with the constitution in our hands, and: 
professions of regard for the people’s rights continually.! 
on our lips? ' , J 

Sir, we ought to stand confounded when we look at- 
this. I speak plainly, but I speak truly. The whole. s 
course of our proceedings, touching the subject of slave-- 
ry, during the present congress, thus far, and during the: 
whole of the last, bears me out in what I say. I-, 
fearlessly appeal to this house, and to this nation, for its 
justice and its truth. 

. And what a contrast is exhibited between our course 
on this great question of slavery, and that of the gov¬ 
ernment of Great Britain on the same subject. Long, 
long did the philanthropists of that country, urge upon 
parliament their earnest rcmohs.rances against the con¬ 
tinuance of the slave trade, and, afterwards, their peti-;., 
tions for the abolition of slavery: and they urged mem! 
until they were successful. But when was it heard,t 
during the whole of this time, that the humble petitions; 
of his majesty’s subjects were laid upon the table, in* 
contempt Of Jtbeir prayer, and with a,determination not, 
to consjdet. thpjn f Never—no, never. Sir, the blush! 
of honest and.manlyjudignatidn^wculd have mantled* 
the cheeks of every member of the!. British parliament 
upon ; suggestion of doing what has been repeatedly 
donejiere.' " ! ; •>',«. -'v 

Mr.- Wise here iifteipTied, ah? s&id, if he had under- 5 
stood the genliorfiar, from #el‘mont, he had intimat^fi 
that there had been some preconcert or uuderstanttihOTv 





between tho speaker, n slave-holder, nml him, (Mr. Now. sir, if it in calculated (lint tliin spirit is tn Ik; sup- 
Wise,) imd other slave-holding members, with regard to pressed by gag law he e, <r moh law elsewhere, il is, 
tho inode in which those petitions should be disposed done under n delusion which should be (Impelled inline- 
of. He said thut, oneo for ail. he would say, that there dinlcly. You muy^ indeed, silence for u moment liio 
was no Hueli concert. On the contrary there was a to-, voice of truth in raw i.'tll; but it will he only to civo it 
tal want of concert among slave-holding members on deeper and louder tones elsewhere. You may destroy 
the subjec . And us to the promptitude of (lie eltair the freedom of debnto here, but you cannot destroy the 
in anticipating such motions, before they werecomplete- j freedom of thought, and of rpccch, and of the press, 
Iv ut.ered, be would do the speaker the justice to sny, I elsewhere. The spirit of free inquiry is not to be thus 
that never bad a word, or an imimation, passed between j subdued. It is rising, audit will contmtio to rise, under 
the chnir and any southern gentleman in relation to the pressure with which you vuinly think to crush it. 
these matters. Y-u limy reason with these people, mid if yoor mgu- 

Mr. Slade resumed, llo disclaimed nnv pcrstinnl I nicntH are sound, you may convince them ; but tin y in * 
imputation, cither on the gentleman from Virginia, or I the Inst people on earth whom you can convince by 
the spe.tkcr. Too gentleman Irani Virginia laid gen- turning your backs, and shutting your doom in their 
*ral y moved the laying on the table; und it Imd come ' faces. 

to be bo .veil understood by the speukcr, tliat he would kir, this great question must be met; not by threats, but 
doit whenever one of these petitions was announced, by disatsswn—mi by force, but by argument. The 
that be was in the Imbit of anticipating the motion, lie-; eyes <>t the world are upon us; and we must meet 
fore the gentlcmnn had uttered it. This promptitude 1 our responsibility to its enlighten jd and impartial judg- 

of the speaker wus proper enough, and urose, doubtless, I incut. 

from a desire, to save time. He had not alluded to this . Mr. &pcnker: one great purpose I have m address- 
matter for the purpose of making it a subject of person- mg the bouse, is to intrent it to change its policy in re- 
‘ ‘ re against any body; but to show the actual 1 gurd to tins subject. Lei tho questions involved m tin so 

3 ' p * -- 1 memorials he met, directly and fairly. Let the memo¬ 

rials lie referred to a committee ; and ns there arc lin¬ 


ed charge against-.., -, 

working of the system, by which the quietus was regu¬ 
larly given to these memorials. 

Mr. Dawson, of Georgia, here interposed, and called 
on Mr. Slade fur un explanation of the remark he hud 
made, thut the course pursued in relation to these me- 
memorials would have mantled the cheeks of tho mem¬ 
bers of tlie British parh-iuent w'ith buiest indignation. 
Did the gentleman from Vermont mean to charge, that 
he, Mr. D. Imd ever so acted in this matter, ns would 
mantle the cheek of an honest tnan with indignation, 
either in parliament, or any where else ? 

Mr. Slade said lie meant to give application to the 
remark, no farther than the lu guage itself implied. 
The gentleman had been one of those who had fre¬ 
quently moved to lay the memorials on the table. Bui 
he imputed,jneither to him nor others any improper mo¬ 
tives in doing so. They doubtless acted from upright 
motives. But if tiiis course had been taken in the Bri¬ 
tish parliament for die purpose of fastening the petitions 
to the table, and refusing the petitioners a bearing, he 
meant to say, what he must still say, that it would have 
produced the cited lie had described. 

Mr. S. proceeded to say, that, notwithstanding the 
course of measures here, the effect of which was to 
smother these petitions, he must say, once for all 
that the voice of the people was not thus to be sup¬ 
pressed. The petitioners, (said Mr. S.) whose memorial 
1 have presented, and whose memorials I have yet to 
present, have not moved in this matter f rum sudden im¬ 
pulses of feeling. It is not the blaze. whie u flashes one 
moment, and goes out the next. No sir. The claims 
of humanity have a deeper and more enduring hoid on 
their feelings. They have read much on the subject of 
slavery, and reflected more. They know something of 
the historyon i fate of the institution in other countries. 1 
They have explored the foundations on which it rests, 
and fixed a strong and steady grasp on its fundamental 
principles. They act, therefore, in this matter from de¬ 
liberate and seated convictions which cannot be lightly 
abandoned. 

Sir: I want you should understand these constitu¬ 
ents of mine, whose memorials I have presented, and 
in whose name I speak. They entertain no feelings of 
hostility towards slave-holders. They threaten tnem 
with no force. It does not even enter their imaginations. 
Their only w eapons are truth and reason. They aim to 
convince—not to intimidate. The bounds which limit 
their constitutional rights they perfectly understand. 
They have not passed them—they will nob 

It is because tfcy stand on such ground, that they 
•tand firmly. It is because they are impelled by such 
motives, and look to resides the noblest, and the vsubli- 
v soegt that can affect the condition and destiny of man, 
that they will steadily and patiently endure to the end. 


portnnt facts, not fully before the public, connected with 
the slave trade here, let the committee have power to > 
send for persons nna papers. Let facts be drawn forth . 
and embodied. Let there be a report—or reports, if the 
committee disagree. I/it the subject be referred to a 
committee of the whole on the state of the union; and 
then here, on this floor, in the face of this notion and the 
world, let us reason together concerning this matter. Are 
gentlemen afraid to do this ? Will not slavery and the 
slave trade, in this district, bear examination ? Must 
truth and reason and ju6ticeinvokc the aid of gag laws 
for their protection ? 

Mr. Speaker: I wish I could indulge a hope that tho 
course 1 have thus suggested, would be adopted. Could 
I feel any such assurance, I would gladly take my scat, 
and not utter another word. 1 do not covet the privilege 
of addressing the house on this subject. I know I can¬ 
not do it without inctirrirg censure, even front men 
whom I have been permitted to call my friends—w hich 
1 would gladly avoid. But, sir, I am admonished by 
what I have seen here, during the present session, as o\ 
former occasions, that taking my seat will be the signal 
for another morion to lay on the table; and thus the 
people, whose memorial! have presented, will be de¬ 
prived of the hearing to which I consider them justly 
entitled. I have, therefore, no alternative but to speak. 

I cannot desist—I must not—I will not. 

WHAT IS SLAVERY? 

This memorial, Mr. Speaker, asks for the abolition 
of shivery and the slave trade in the District of Colum- 
lumbia. In considering thin subject, the first question 
which naturally presents itself is— what is slavery 7 
This question I propose now to answer. 

[The Chair here interposed, and observed that Mr. S. 
could not discuss the merits of flic memorial on u mere 
motion for its commitment. The question before the 
house was the question of commitment alone; and to 
that Mr. S. must confine his remarks. The motion for 
commitment bad been accompanied with no instruc¬ 
tions : had it been, the whole field would have been 
opened.! 

Mr. Slade submitted to the decision of the chair, and 
forthwith modified his motion for the commitment of 
the memorial to a select committee, by udding “with 
instructions to report a hill abolishing slavery and the 
slave trade within the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. Wise inquired whether the motion, thus modified, 
must not lie over one day ? 

The Chair repl.ed that the memorial having been re¬ 
ceived, and the motion entertained for its reference to 
, a committee, such would not be the case. 

Mr. Slade was about to resume; when 
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Mr. ! eoare, of South Carolina, naked leave to any n 
word. 

Mr. Slade pausing— 

M«. JjEuaiu;, of South Cnrolinn, said he wished •« 
implore the ^outloinuii from Vermont, solemnly to con- 
eider Yvliut lie wus doing. lie implored him, for the 
sake of his own constituents, for tno suite of those of 
Mr. L., and for the sake of the country, to pause ind 
rollout before lie took nnotiicr step, on the ground be- 
foro him. He did this, not because Ilia constituents 
imthori/.ed him to hold any such language; hut he 
spoke us un American citizen. If it were true, as the 
gentleman hnd said, that a spirit had been awakened 
on ibis subject which could not be suppressed, lie would 
assure him that it would encounter another, elsewhere, 
to tlio full, ns stubborn and invincible. Mr. L. suid 
that this discussion wus fruught with the most, ircincn- 
duous consequences to the whole country—that it in¬ 
volved the hopes und destinies of a continent—a world. 
He would tell tho gentleman from Vermont, that lie 
had had occasion to look at the question of slavery, in as 
deliberate and philosophical a manner as the gciuleinnn 
had proposed it should be examined in a committee; 
and lie had come to die conclusion, that neither in the 
New Testament, nor in the history of the church and 
.of the Christian world, for ut least 1,200 years after 
Christ, was one word to be found whicu could be fairly 
construed into a prohibition, nay, nor even a disappro¬ 
bation of the relation between master and sluve; (though 
all, or very nearly all, the servants then in the world 
were slaws ,•) still less, which justified a Christian man in 
disturbing the peace, and endangering the order of so¬ 
ciety, with a view to abolish it: that the allegation of 
any : uch authority revealed an ignorance of the teach¬ 
ings of the gospel, equalled only by the absence of its 
spirit which uccompanied it; and that he would under¬ 
take, if he had leisure for micli discussion, to show, in a 
proper place, that both in the wri'ings of heathen anti¬ 
quity, and in the monuments of the Christian religion, 
beginning with the gospels, while nothing can be found 
against slavery, much may be found to justify or require 
<i community of goods; much against property: still 
more against war; which, nevertheless, no Christian 
man regards ns a crime. But, Mr. L. said, he was not 
sent here to discuss such tilings, and he would not dis¬ 
cuss them. Nor had his constituents sent him here to 
listen, from day today, to the most worn out common 
places, brought up and reiterated in his ears—to hear all 
that was vital to the safety of their fire-sides, and the 
very structure of southern society vilified as an offence 
ogainstGod and man. Not only wash wearisome and 
disgusting, beyond endurance, but he trembled at its 
■obvious political results. t 

Mr. SiiADK resumed, when 

Mr. Dawson asked for the floor: 

Mr. Slade asked for what purpose ? 

Mr. Dawson : to move ar. adjournment. 

Mr. Slade : I cannot yield it for that. 

Mr. Le*are rase, and apologised for having said 
more than he had at first intended, when he asked Mr. 
Slade’s indulgence to yield the floor for a moment. His 
ardor had led him beyond what lie had intended. 

Mi. Slade said he could appreciate the gentleman’s 
feelings on thip subject, and he resected, though lie 
could not sympathise with them. He would, with great 
pleasure, yield to his request in any matter merely per¬ 
sonal ; but, in this case, he felt bound by his duty to 
his constituents, to present their views on this subject; 
and he must discharge that duty. He then proceeded: 

I was, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, proceeding to 
answer the question— what is slavery f 

And let me say, in the first place, hat it is not merely 
the condition of being held to service. I have heard it 
spoken of here, as “ domestic servitude.” But is not the 
child held in “domestic servitude” to his parents,dur¬ 
ing his minoritv 1 And is he a slave ? 

[Here Mr. Dawson again interposed, and asked Mr. 
8Iade to yield him the floor for the purpose of moving 


an adjournment. Mr. Slade declined, and again pro¬ 
ceeded.] 

D > you, Mr. Speaker, fco a slave in tho person of an 
apprentice, who drudges in the servico.b inny be, of a 
.cry severe and unreasontdilo masicr ? ' i the soldier a 
slave, though lie is subjected to u control of a most sum* 
mnry and despotic diameter ? 

In all these rein ions, there is the right of a very ab¬ 
solute command, and the duty of very implicit obedi- 
one ; hut there is no slavery. 

Nor is it. *o bn found wirfiin the wnllR nnd grates of a 
penitentiary. Its inmates inny belaboring with mana¬ 
cles on tlnir feet, nnd the ministers of tho law at their 
bncks,—while the slave is shut up, unsubjccted to labor, 
within the enclosure of a slave factory; nnd yet there 
is a difference in favor of the convict, ns wide ns tho 
antipodes. 

tv or is the entire deprivation of political rights, 
slavery. Rvcn the exactions nnd oppressions of u very 
arbitrary nnd tyrranicnl government may fall far short 
of it. 

What, then, is slavery ? 

The most perfect definition of it may, doubtless, be 
found in the slave-laws of those communities whore it 
exists in its greatost perfection ; and where its princi¬ 
ples may be supposed to hav e been the most deeply 
studied, nnd thoroughly understood. The gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Legare) will, therefore, par¬ 
don me, if I go to the laws of his own state for authori¬ 
ty in this matter. The law of South Carolina thus 
lav's down the principle: “ Starrs shall be deemed , held, 
town , reputed and adjudged ui law, to be chattels 
personal in the hands— 

M. Wise here interposed, and appealed to the chair. 
The gentleman from Vermont, he said, was discussing 
the question of slavery within the states, when his mo¬ 
tion was to refer a memorial for the abolition of slavery 
within the District of Columbia. He was plainly 
treading on ground held by all to be inviolable. 

The Chair said that it was not in order to discuss tho 
subject of slavery within any of the states. 

Mr. Slade denied that he was doing so. He was 
seeking for a definition of slavery —not discussing tho 
question of its abolition in the states. That was a ques¬ 
tion he did not mean to touch. He did not claim, nor 
did the petitioners claim, any right in congress to inter¬ 
fere with slavery in the states. But may Inot, said Mr. 
S., go to the state laws to find what slavery is ? It is not, 
I believe, pretended that it is different here, where wo 
have a right to abolish it, than in Carolina. I might, 
certainly, refer to the :uvs of Virginia and Maryland to 
determine what slavery is in this district, since the laws 
now in force here, on this subject, are the laws which 
existed ia those states at the tunes of their cessions of 
the district to the United States—having been adopted 
by net of congress, in the year 1801. 

I go, Mr. Speaker, to the statutes of South Carolina, 
and other slave holding states, vyith no other view than 
I would quote from Webster’s dictionary, or refer to a 
British authority, on the subject. I want to find out 
what slavery is, according to the best authority. It is 
very important that we shouid have clear and well de¬ 
fined ideas on this subject. 

Mr. Rodertson, of Virginia, here moved that the 
house adjourn. 

The Chair pronounced the motion out of order while 
a member was in possession of the floor, and address¬ 
ing the house. He would, however, suggest to the gen¬ 
tleman from Vermont, who could not But observe the 
-tax* of the house, to confine himself to the subject of 
his motion. 

Mr. Sl„de said he would endeavor to keep within 
'lie rules of order. 

Let me, then, said Mr. S., begin this definition of sla¬ 
very again: 

“ Slaves shall be deemed, held, taken, reputed and 
adjudged, in law, to be chattels personal, in the bands 
of their owners and possessors, and their executors, ad- 
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ministrntore and am*™, to ull intent*, constructions 

"”lC.r£v‘tyKih CmJta. K» me "»»•»» 

10 -^.lavei'lsiiy. the civil code of ll.fit Btntc, art. xxxv.) 
is one wlwiH in the power of a muster, to whom he be. 
longs. The master may sell him— dispose of Ins /*ir/.on, 
his industry, and his labor. He can do nothing, pos* 
scbs nothing, nor acquire any thing, but what must be* 

l0 ?ud°i i |;Sin his .tachofihc 'OVV. retains I. 
•lavcryh. the several .totes, mys- the «K*nol PPJJ 
einlu of slavery—that the slave is not to bL runluu 
among sentient b»ings, but among things isun article 
of property, « chuttcl personal, obtains us undoubted 

UtCHt is uliclouhtetl law III 1 j“ J ls,nc 1 ^ 1 

presume, no one will undertake to deny. , 

Here, then, is slavery. It is theho ding of man l be 
whole of man—as property. lhink ot that, Mr. 
sneaker! Let the dreadful idea, for one moment, take 
full possession of your mind—Properly in man . W by, 
sir what Dussible wrong can be inflicted by man upon 
his'fellow man, which may not legitimately result fiom 
thh» Son ? Nay, sir, is not the very act of holding 
manns property, fcelf among the highest wrongs that 

“tedij&SSn the nature of the being that 

a thus reduce to the condition of property l It is 
>I_vmirBROTHER!—Man, with an lntelliueni, 

elusive sense, the properly ot the great Jehovah. 

FOUNDATION OF THE RIGHT OF FROrERTY. 

what gi r is the foundation of the right of property? 
bii not a gmnt, expressed, or implied, from the great 
original Proprietor? Nothing can given M^' ( ’ 
than creation; and, as man is the noblest vvork, so is 
he in the highest sense, the property ot the Creator. 

Now sir.show me the grant of a light of property 
In mm ’ Every thing else is granted. There is nothing 
IH^arth Scan be rightfully held as property, the 
dominion over which, is not the subject of express grant 
from Xc Creator. Read the sublime .description of. the 
creation inThe first chapter of Genesis. Having given 
S to the fast universe of matter, swarming with am- 
and bcarin" on every part the impress of a 
wisdom andajgoodwtss W “ h a 


man’s title to i.ropcrty. And now I repeat the jutes- 
Zn-uhere is the grant of a righ ^ man, to hold pro. 
nertv in his fdlowmarit Sir, it uoes not exist uncut 
Sid exist— it never can exist. The whole clnini ih foutul- 
ed in usurpation. Yea sir: a double usurpntion-ot 
niun’s right in himself, which results from the very cun* 
stitut'uin of his nature, and of the high prerogative of 
the Author of that nature himself. 


SLAVERY AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

But, sir, the claim of properly in man is not only 
without grant, mid in defiance of Henven s prerogative 
of ownership, but it strikes, directly, at man« 
hility to the Creator. 1’ ram the relit.ton of ownership 
by one man, and absolute.property m another, there 
naturally results a control, inconsistent ' , ‘ 

bilitv to nnv other Being thun the owner, bluvtiy thus 
p C ek y s to sunder the moral relation of the slave to his 
Maker, nnd to invest frail man with the prerogative ot 

S XdTiS:c«i{hf.f;hc .hm, in connexion 
with the various relative duties connected with man s 
social existence—those, tor example, whmh re»uh from 
the domestic constitution, which lornis the basis of 
the social edifice, nnd without which it would tumble 
| into ruins, and the world become a bedlam and u hell. 
1 What are the domestic Rations to the Kluve? 


wisdom and a goodness infinite, the Almighty, with a 
solemnity whiclt announced the dignity ana importance 
“ thTS with which he was about to crown the 

W ‘fc unmake MAN, m OUR IMAGE, after OUR 

“gKg relation was this wonderful being—the 
image and likened of the Creator—to bear to his other 
works? Hear what follows: , , 

“And let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, 
and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle and 
over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that 

W been announce.!: 
h -Ba d bic«d there. AmiMnndn*®™, 

Mnfover ttefowl of the sir,, trod over every living thing 

“ffiTtoSA MnSpeaher. the fonndadon .fall 


What are the domestic nations 10 me n» >.i **y" 
the appropriate duties of any one of them be discharged 
bv him? How, for example, can children obev their 
parents? How can parents discharge to'heir cln dren 

I the duties which nature prompts, and God enjoins? 

How can husbands protect, and enjoy,'>f den' 
holiest relation upon earth, or.wives fulfil the sucrcd 
duties resulting from their marriage vows? Let the 
husbands and the fathers who hear me, answer these 
questions. 

“part of mankind made to be slaves.” 

I Mr. Speaker: custom has thrown round this subject 
of slavery a strange, unaccountable delusion. Wink 
' a reference to the acknowledged Source of all human 
rights, most conclusively proves that man has t 
finim to oronertv in mnnt wc, nevertheless, shut our 
e ves to the blazing light of this truth, and fly to maxims 
drawn from the very oppressions winch « condemns. 
How deep, for example, is the impression which nistom 
has made upon the minds of many, that a part of man- 
1 kind are made to be slaves to the rest. 

Mr. Petrekin, of Pennsylvania, hero called Mr. 

SI 'The*Chair said that the question before the house 
opened a w ide field of discussion, and that Mr. blade 

j * Mr? Slade proceeded. I was saying, sir, that them 
are certain maxims which have er ow n out of slavery, 

1 which, instead of being brought to the test of froth, urc 
| used to obscure its light. You reason ''c l cnougMa^ 
the objector; but why go back to creation, and soar 
into the region of its abstractions? Come down among 
men! antf^ok at things as they exist. Arc there not 
among men evident inequalities, phyracal and intel^t- 
tual? Have not portions of them, of particular ratcsi 
I been long held in bondage? In fact. , ,p 
that a part of the human race arc made to be slavts 
Well. Mr. Speaker, 1 will leave the region of abstrac¬ 
tions, and meet the objector on Ins own jpxiund. * 
will admit, for the sake of the argument, tha a part of 
mankind are made to be slaves. Amd now let me ask 
one question—Who are to be the slaves, and who the 
roasters? IV/mt is the rule by which .this quesUon » to 
1 be decided? Certainly such a quesuon should not t« 
left to mere arbitrary decision. Give us, 

; Is it color? What color? Black?— Brown?—Copper? 
Perhaps you will say Wat*. Another will /“Lj“ 
The Roman slaves were white; and why epuuldnot 
I American slaves be white also. Why should Africa, 
alone, produce the race whose necks are to wear the 
yoke? 
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But perhaps tho advocn'c of slavery niny think that 
there arc oilier distinctions more appropriate than tlmt 
of color. Difiereuces of intellect, for example; or great¬ 
er or less udvanees in civilization aacl refinement.— 
Well, let us try there. 

Differences of intellect. Whut differences? flow are 
they to lit' defined? The science of phrenology rimy, 
pctlmps, liy and by,furnish some aid; mit. in ilspresent 
imperfect stole, it can hardly he trusted with so grave a 
limiter as this—though, in good truth, it might us well 
ho left to phrenology'll* to any thing else. 

Advances in civilization and refinement. What ud¬ 
vanees? Whereabouts on the scale of improvement, 
from the canihal to the most polished and intellectual, 
will von make a broad ami well dclincd mark, and un¬ 
dertake to say—hitherto may shivery come, and no fur¬ 
ther? 

N v.v, Mr. Sneaker, I demand a decision on these 
questions— with reasons. Until such reasons arc given, 
I must continue to maintain that “all men,” of nil eo 
lors, and all conditions, arc, in respect to rights, “equnl;’’ 
nnd that the American has, therefore, jutt ns pood a 
right to enslave the African, as the African has to en¬ 
slave (lie Indian, or the Indian the European, or the 
European the American; and, therefore, that, if the 
light doesexist.it exists in J'aeor of all, and against all! 

What now becomes of the doctrine, that a part of 
mankind are made to he slaves to the rest? Who will 
undertake to make the discrimination? much less to 
give reasons for it? Sir, the discrimination is as imprac¬ 
ticable, as the attempt to make it is impious. 

And now, I ask, on what principle, does the right of 
man to property in man, rest? Wlmt is the law of 
slaverv? Is it the law of force?—the right of the strong¬ 
est? Sir, wo are hound to answer these questions. Our 
relation to 7,0(X) slaves in this district, to a nation of 
freemen, and to the civilized world, demands of us an 

Thu«, Mr. Speaker, whether we refer to the constitu¬ 
tion of man’s nature, the absence of all grant to him of 
dominion over his fellow—his admitted nccountahili'y 
to (fid—ins duties in the domestic relations—or the ob¬ 
vious impracticability of the discrimination, neeesarily 
connected with the exercise of the right in question— 
we arc driven to the conclusion that lie is not. and can¬ 
not be, the property of any other than the Being who 
made him. To make him such, is to unmake the work 
of the Creator. It takes man from his high position— 
“a little lower than the angels"—and thrusting him 
down among four-footed beasts and creeping tilings, 
degrades, and brutalizes, and crushes his noble nature. 

But ihcro are, after all, those among us, who main¬ 
tain that slavery is right! Yes, sir, among us—not in 
Russia, or China, or Tartary; but among w*—in these 
United States of America. Here, on this hallowed 
soil of freedom, is slavery, not merely tolerated as an 
evil, but cherished ns a I leasing—luuded, indeed, as fa¬ 
vorable to the perpetuity of our free institutions.* 


•Without adverting, for vindications of slavery, to 
the well known declarations of certain distinguished 
individuals at the south, I will only refer to an article in 
the last November number of the “Southern Literary 
Messenger a monthly periodical, published at the capl- 
tolof Virginia, and patronized, I believe, extensively, at 
the south. The article is a review of “Society in Ame¬ 
rica, by Harriett Martinbau," communicated,"under the 
signature of a South Carolinian, nnd containing, among 
other things, a labored vindication of the institution ot 
slavery. The substance of the argument is—'.hat men 
are naturally indolent—that labor is necessary to give to 
the race a perfect physical development—that slaverv, 
which drives to labor under the lash, is a blessing—thin 
it was through this process that the children of Israel 
were trained by Divine Providence for their final great¬ 
ness in the land of Canaan; and that barbarism has 
been, and may still be, thus civilized and elevated—in 


SLAVERY INCONSISTENT WITH OUR CIVIL INSTITUTIONS. 

And now, sir, let me show you how directly slavery 
is at war with these institutions; how it rides over, ana 
prostrutes thru heat principle which lies ut the bottom 
of them all. 

“We hold these truths to he self-evident, that all men 
are created equal— that they tire endowed by their 
Creator with certain unalienable rights; that, among 
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that 
to secure these rights, governments arc instituted among 
men, deriving their just powers from the consent of 
THE UOVERNED.” 

Such was the declaration of our independence. The 
endowment of the Creator— the equality of man— 
and the consent of the uoverned! How is slavery 
rebuked, nnd utterly disarmed, by the assertion of these 
great truths. 

But they arc not fiund in the declaration of indepen¬ 
dence alone. They did not merely kindle the fervor of 
that deeply excited moment, and then cease to be ob¬ 
jects of regard and ^ enoratien. They entered into, and 
made part'oft the constitutions of most of thestn'cs, in 
the form of a solemn declaration of rights. Thus, I 
tind them, in almost the precise language of the declara¬ 
tion of independence, incorporated in the constitutions 
of Maine, Now Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 
And shall I stop herii ? Must Mason and Dixon's line 
form the limit of all successful search for the constitu¬ 
tional recognition of these principles? No, sir; I am 
permitted to pass that line; nnd the first state on which I 
enter, is the noble and patriotic state of Delaware; in 
which, thank Heaven, slavery is fast melting away.— 
And what do I find here? Let me read the preamble 
to her constitution. It is as follows: 

‘•Through Divine goodness—[How naturally and ir¬ 
resistibly is the mind drawn up to this great Source of 
power, when contemplating human rights and the insti- 
'ution of human governments]—Through Divine good¬ 
ness, all men have, by nature, the rights of worshipping 
and serving their Creator, according to the dictates of 
their consciences; of enjoying and defending life and 
liberty; of acquiring arid" protecting reputation and 
property, and in general, of obtaining objects suitable 
to their condition, without injury by one to another.” 

Well may slavery leave a state whose constitution 
thunders in its ears such truths as these. 

And now let me venture a little further south. I 
come to Virginia—aye, to Virginia! And what do I 
find? Here is her constitution before me; and, to my 
astonishment, the first thing that meets my eye is the 
following: 

“A declaration of rights made by the representatives 
of the good people of Virginia, assembled in full and 
free convention; which rights do pertain to them and 
their posterity, as the basis and foundation of govern¬ 
ment. Unanimously adopted, June 12,1776. 

“I. That all men are, by nature, equally free and 
INDEPENDENT, aildt— 

short, that slavery is a school of physical and intellec¬ 
tual improvement, and the proper transition from bar¬ 
barism to civilization and refinement. 

So then, we are to catch the Africans—reduce them 
to s'avcrv—put them under task-masters—refuse them a 
knowledgeof letters—and wear out their lives in hope¬ 
less bondage—and all for the purpose of advancing 
them in the scale of civilization, and elevating them,to 
the true dignity of their nature! 

tThc whole article, the reading of which was thus 
interrupted, is ns follows: 

“That all men are, by nature, equally free and inde¬ 
pendent, and have certain inherent rights, of which, 
when they enter into a state of society, they cannot, by 
any compact, deprive or divest their posterity, namely, 
the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the means ot ac¬ 
quiring and possessing property, and pursuing happi¬ 
ness and safety." 



Mr. Wise lioro interposed, unJ culled Mr. Slude to 
order. 

The Chair decided, from the rule, that Mr. Slude 
could not rend any puper, if it was objected to by any 
member, without the leuveof the house. 

Mr. Wise said the gcnileni'in had wantonly discuss- 
•i the abstract question of slavery, going back to the 
very first day of the cietuior, iusteud ol slavery as it 
existed in the District, und the powers and duties of 
congress in relation to it. He was now examining the 
state constitutions, to show that, ns it existed in the 
states, it was against them, and against the laws ol 
Gotl und man. This was out of order. 

Mr. Slade explained. He said that, although the 
question respected the abolition of slavery and the slave 
trade in this district only, yet he hud been permitted to 
examine, and must, ol necessity, to do the subject jus¬ 
tice, examine into the principles of shivery genet till) .— 
It was a question which respected the right of man, 
not merely to property—no* to the tilings that perish 
with the using—hut to himself— to the faculties which 
God had given him—to his own immortal nature. He 
had, it w us true, gone hack to the “first day of the 
creation;” but he did not perceive flow that could form 
any objecti m, unless we are to look to some other 
source than the Creator, for the origin of human rights 
and obligations. He hud referred to the constitutions 
of the states, with the same view tint' lie had read the 
preamble to the declaration of independence, (which 
he was thankful it had not yet been declared out of or¬ 
der to read in that hall,) as a general authority against 
slavery, and not to iiiuimuin tlmt wo have a right to 
abohsh it any where but in the territories over which 
the constitution bus given us exclusive jurisdiction. He 
wanted to read from the Virginia constitution, merely 
to show what doctrines, in regard to human rights, were 
regarded as sound by the great men of 1776; nnd it had 
been bis intention to rend also, that part of the amend- 
cd constitution of Virginia, ndup.ed in January, 1830. 
by which the declaration of rights in 1770, wtiieli he 
had begun to rend, was expressly re-adopted as "re¬ 
quiring no amendment. ’’ Tins express re-adoption, so 
late as 1830, of the licclaradott of rights of 1776, he re¬ 
garded of very grea’ importance, as being a recent, and 
high authority in Virginia against slavery. But, us the 
reading had been pronounced out of order, he would 
submit, and proceed to another view’ of the subject. 

The truths (said Mr. S.) which 1 have thus attempt¬ 
ed to sustain by a reference to the declaration of inde¬ 
pendence and the state constitutions, though not de¬ 
nied, in their application to civil government, are treat¬ 
ed as mere abstractions in reference to the question of 
slavery. 

I cannot stop to expose the absurdity of this—to go 
through a course of reasoning to show how preposter¬ 
ous it is to claim for the white man an exemption from 
arbitrary political power, upon the ground that “all 
men are created equal,” while that principle is render¬ 
ed of no avail to protect the black man from being con¬ 
verted into properly in the hands of nn irresponsible 
master. Gentlemen have a great aversion to abstract 
reasoning, and therefore I forbear. 

yRIXCJn.ES OF DECLARATION of independence applied 
BY FRANKLIN AND JEFFERSON TO SLAVERY. 

Bn: I cannot resist the impulse to try another sort of 
ygumenr. I xvant to treat gentlemen, by way of va¬ 
riety, to a little revolutionary authority, bearing dir fitly 
on the question of slavery- Franklin and Jefferson 
were very considerable mcri in their day; and maybe 
supposed to have entered somewhat into the spirit of 
the declaration of independence, and to have under¬ 
stood the force nnd bearing of the truths it contained. 
Now let us see how they aqiplird these truths, long after 
the fervor of revolutionary feeling had subsided. 

Mr. Slade b«-ing about to rend certain papers signed 
by Doctor Franklin and Mr. Jefferson, 

Mr. Griffin, of South Carolina, interposed, and 
objected to the reading. 


The Chair said the papers could not he rend by tl.o 
gentleman from Vermont, without leave of the house. 

Mr. Slade. Then 1 will send them to the clerk. Let 
him read ilicm. 

The Chair said, that was equally against tho rule. 

Mr. Gnu tin then withdrew his objection, utid, upon 
nn uitdible assent to the reading from various puris ol 
the house, Mr Pilule proccedcu. 

On the 1‘J.li of Fcnrunry, 17‘JO, a memorial, signed 
by Ben.ia.win Franklin, president of “the Pennsylvania 
society for promoting the abolition of slavery, the relief 
of free negroes, unlawfully held in bondage, und the 
improvement of the condition of the African nice,” 
was presented to congress. The memorialists, nlior 
selling tbrth the objects of the society, referring to tho 
“just and acute conception of the true principles of lib¬ 
erty,'' which stimulated its efforts, and declaring that 
*‘tl,e Christian religion tenches, and the politu al citedut 
America fully coincides with the position, that mankind 
are all formed by the same Almighty Being, alike the 
objects of his care, and equally designed for the enjoy¬ 
ment of happiness"—proceeds to say— 

“From a persunsion that equal liberty wrr originally 
the portion, and is still the birth-right of all men; and 
influenced by the strong ties of humanity, and the prin¬ 
ciples of their institutions, your memorialists conceive 
themselves bound to use ull justifiuolc endeavors to 
loosen the bonds of slavery, and promote a general en¬ 
joyment of the blessings oi' freedom. Under these im¬ 
pressions, they earnestly entreat your serious ntti ntiou 
to the subject of slavery; that von will he pleased to 
countenance the restoration of liberty to those unhappy 
inert, who, alone in this land of freedom, arc degraded 
into perpetual bondage; and who, amidst the general 
joy of surrounding freemen, are groaning in servile 
subjection; that you will devise means lor removing this 
inconsistency from the character of the American peo¬ 
ple; that you will promote mercy and justice towards 
liis distressed race, ami that you will step to the very 
t tree of the power vested in you, for discouraging every 
species of traffic in the persons of our fellow-men.” 

And now, sir, upon what principle was it that the 
prayer of this pciiticn was urged? for that is the point 
at which I am aiming. The memorial itsrll iclls us.— 
It was “a just und acute conception of the true princi¬ 
ples of liberty, as it svread thrauph the land.” and “a 
persunsion that equal liberty was originally the portion, 
and is still the birthright of all men.” This it was that 
impelled the memorialists to ask congress to exercise, 
in regard to shivery, “the many important nnd salutary 
powers vested in it, for promoting the welfare, and se¬ 
curing the blessings ol liberty to the people of the 
Unfed States." 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise) complains 
that i go back to “the first day of creation,” to find ar¬ 
guments nguinst slavery. Why, sir, whut did Doctor 
Franklin urge as an argument in favor of the prayer of 
this memorial? “That mankind arc all formed by the 
same Almighty Bring, alike the objects of his care, nnd 
equally designed for the enjoyment of happiness.’’ He 
did not doern it impertinent to go back to creation, and 
seek, in the will of the Creator, nn argument against 
slavery, nnd urge congress, upon that ground, logo to 
“the very verge of their powers” to favor the great object 
of his benevolence. 

Need I nsk, Mr. spenkcr, whether Doctor Franklin, 
nnd the men who united with him in this memorial, re¬ 
garded the doctrines of the declaration of independence 
as abstractions^ in reference to the question of slavery? 

And now, sir, how was this memorial treatedI bv the 
first congress which assembled under the constitution? 
Wnsit“nniledtothetab!e?’’ No sir. It was discussed, 
and committed, by a vote of 43 to M. And let me 
read what Mr. Madison taid on that occasion. He did 
not take fire, because the memorialists asked congress 
to go to “the very verge of their constitutional powers,’* 
to net on the subject of slavery. Hear what lie snvs— 

“The debate hus taken a serious turn; and it will be 




owing to this alone, if mi alarm is created; fur, had the 
.memorial been treiiteii in llic usual way, it would have 
.boon considered as u niutler of doursc, and a report 
might have hewn made, sous to have given general sat¬ 
isfaction. if there wus the slightest tumJeney, by the 
.coiimii.nieiit,to break in upon the uon.-uiiuiiuii, no would 
object to it. hut iio did not see upon whuf ground Midi 
an event was to be apprehended. Tito petition prayed, 
in general terms, for the interference ot congress , bo fur 
an ttiey were ouiisiiiuiionully authorized. But even if 
its prayer wav, in ho me degree, unconstitutional, it might 
bo committed, us wus the ease oil Mr. Churelmiaii’s pe¬ 
tition, one part of which was supposed lo apply to an tin- 
coiisiituiionul inteiicrcnce by ihcgenitrul government, 
lie admitted that congress is restricted by the constitu¬ 
tion from lulling measures to abolish the slave trade;* yet 
there are u variety of ways by which it could countenance 
the abolition; and regulations might be made in relation 
to the introduction of them into the new states, to be 
formed out of the western territory, lie thought the 
object well worthy of consideration.” 

Mr. Madison was for consideration—we will not eon- 
eider. iio would commit—we nail to the table! 

Tims much lor Benjamin Franklin, his abolition me¬ 
morial, the “ abstractions " on which it was founded, und 
its reception in the congress of ’89. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I come to “the great apos¬ 
tle up liukrtv.’’ And here, I urn sure, i shall have all 
the attention of gentlemen from the smith, from whom 
I have so often on this floor, heard eulogies on the cha¬ 
racter of this great man, and references to his authority 
in matters of chito. Virginia, eertauny, will nut be dis¬ 
posed to deny that Mr. Jeflvrsoii understood the princi¬ 
ples laid down in the declaration of independence- And 
now, Ictus see how he applied these principles to the 
question before us. 

I find in iiis posthumous works, vol. 1, page 2G8, the 
following letter to Doctor Price, ot London: 

“Paris, August 7,1785. 

o Doctor Price: 

"Sir: Your favor of July 2d, came duly to hand. The 
concern you therein express as to the ellec'. of your 
pamphlet in America, induces me to trouble you with 
some observations on that subject. [Doctor Price, it 
seems, had written, and sent to the United S;a;es. an 
“incendiary” pamphlet, on the “sublime merits” of 
slavery!] Front my acquaintance with that country, I 
think I am able to judge with some degree of certainty, 
of the manner in which it will have been received.— 
South ward of the Chesapeake, it w ill find but few read¬ 
ers concurring with it in sentiment on the-sulnect of 
slavery. From tne mouth to the head of the Chesa¬ 
peake, the bulk of the people will approve it in theory, 
and it will find a respectable minority ready to adopt it 
in practice: a minority which, for weight and worm of 
character, preponderates against the greater number, 
who have not the courage to divest their families of a 
properrv, which, however, keeps their consciences un¬ 
easy. Northward of the Chesapeake, you may find, 
here and there, an opponent to your doctrine, as you 
may find, here and there, a robber and a murderer; hut 
in no greater number. In that part of America, there 
being but le w slaves, they can easily disencumber them¬ 
selves of them; and emancipation is”put into such a train, 
that,in a few years, there will he no slaves northward of 
Maryland. In Maryland I do not find such n disposi¬ 
tion to begin the redress of the enormity, as in Virginia. 
This is the next state to which we may turn our eyes, for ] 
the interesting spectacle of justice in’conflict with nvn- 
rice and oppression; a conflict wherein the sacred side 
is gaining daily reembs from the influx into office of 
young men, grown, and growing up. These have suck¬ 
ed in the principles of liberty with their mothers milk: 
and it is to them I look, with nnxie’y, to turn the fate of 
this question. Be not therefore discouraged. What 
you have written, will do n great deal of good; and could 


*Thc foreign slave trade, which could not be prohibit¬ 
ed prior to 1808. 


you still troublo yourself with our v/clforo, no man is 
more able (ogive uid to the laboring side. The collcgo 
of William and Mary, in Williamsburg, since ilio re¬ 
modelling of its plan, is the place where uru collected 
logo her all the young men of Virginia* under prepa¬ 
ration for public life. They arc there, under the direc¬ 
tion, most of them, of a Mr. Wytlie, one of the most 
virtuous of ciuiructers, und whose sentiments on tho 
subject of slavery are unequivocal. I atri satislied, if 
you could resolve to address un exhortation to thoso 
young turn, with all that eloquence of which you are 
muster, that its influence <m the future decision of this 
important question would be great, perhaps decisive. 
Thus, you see, that so fur from thinking you have cause 
to repent of wlmt you huvo done, I wish vou to do 
inure, and wish it, on an assurance of its cllect. Tho 
information 1 have received from Atnericu of the re¬ 
ception of your pamphlet in tho different states, agrees 
with the expectation 1 hud lormed. 

TIIUMAS JEFFERSON.” 


Mr. speaker, this is a remarkable letter. Doctor 
Price, it seems, hud written u pamphlet on the subject 
of the abolition of slnvery, which had been liberally 
distributed in the United Stutes. Mr. Jellerson, ill 
speaking of its probable effects here, refers to Virginia 
as “tiie next state to which we inn y turn our eyes for 
the interesting spectacle of justice in conflict with 
avarice and oitressiu.v.” And oil what did his hopes 
rest, in regard to Virginia? Why, sir, on the young 
men , who were daily coming into office und influence. 
And why on them? Because they had “sucked in tho 
principles of ubeetv with their mothers) milk.’* Yta, 
sir, the verv principles of liberty, embodied in the de¬ 
claration of independence, so far from being regarded 
bv its author, as mere abstractions in reference to the 
qitcs.ion of slavery, were relied on by him, as the ani¬ 
mating principle which was to give energy rothe young 
men of Virginia in the “conflict of justice with avarice 
and oppression;” und thus “turn the fate” of this great 
question. 

Another remarkable feature in this letter is, the man¬ 
ner in which it treats the subject of‘'foreign inteiler- 
enee." Mr. Jefferson justly regarded the question of 
slavery as a great moral question which concerned the 
world: and with an enlarged and liberal, though just 
view of the principles, which respect the freedom, of 
thought, of speech, and of the press, he thanks the au¬ 
thor of the letter for his benevolent efforts—exhorts him 
not to be discouraged—wishes him to do more—and 
assures him that, if he cotdd trouble himself further, 
with “our welfare" no man was more able to give aid 
to the laboring side. Nay, he even suggests toe idea 
of addressing an exhortation to the young men of the 
college of William and Mary, cn this subject! 

What a contrast to the spirit of this day ! Now, tho 
truths concerning slavery mnv not be even breath* d to 
the winds, lest they be wafed to that very’ state whose 
young men were relied on by Mr. Jefferson to “ turn 
the fu'c’’ of this question; and* to whom, congregn'cd in 
her cherished seat of learning, he besought n foreitmer 
to address an earnest exhortation on this subject. Why, 
sir, I am amazed and alarmed when I look at this con¬ 
trast. 

You thus see, how Mr. Jefferson, at n time when the 
principles of the declaration of independence were as 
well understood as at any period of our history, applied 
them m the gr-nt question of slavery; and yet they are 
now called abstractions ! 

But, l have not done with Mr. Jefferson’s authority on 
'his subject. When he wrote to doctor Price, he was. 
at the a ire of forty-one, and had just conic out of the 
conflict in which the principles of the declaration of in-' 
dependence hnd triumphed. Ashe advanced in years, 
and the scenes of the revolution receded from him, he 
may he supposed to have viewed this subject more 
onlnilv and philosophically. Let us, then, hear him, at 

he nirc of seventy, when he hnd ceased to mingle in 
public affairs, ana found himseif in a retirement which 



enabled him to review hid curly opinions, with the he-1 
nolit of increased experience, nnd a ninturer judgmont. | 
For this purpose, I beg leave to read the following letter 
from him to governor CoIcb, of Illinois, dated 

“ Monticf.llo, August 25,1814. 

“ Dear Sir : Your favor of .Tuly 31, was duly re¬ 
ceived, and wns read with peculiar pleasure. The sen¬ 
timents haulibed through the whole, do honor to bodi 
the bend and heart of the writer. Mine, on the subject 
of the slavery of negroes, have, long since, been in tho 
possession of the public; and timo lias only served to 

K 'vo them stronger root. The love of justice, nnd tho 
vo of country plead, equally, the cause of these peo¬ 
ple ; mv." it is a moral reproach to us, that they should 
havo pleaded itsolong in vain,and should have produced 
not a single effort—nay, I fear, not much serious will¬ 
ingness to relieve them nnd ourselves from our present 
condition of moral nnd political reprobation.” 

[Sec, sir, how the“love of justice,” and the “love of 
country ” pleaded through the pen of this “apostle of 

a ,” for tho rights ol his colored brethren; and how 1 
he felt the “ moral reproach ’’ of their having 
failed to produce any effort, or even willingness, to af¬ 
ford relief. Have we any less reason to feel the re¬ 
proach now, than he had, near a quarter of a century 
ago ? How long would slavery and the slave trade live 
in this district, if Jeflerson’s were the master spirit in 
these legislative halls ? But he proceeds:] 

“ Front those of the former generation, who were in 
the fullness of age when I came into public life, which 
was while our controversy with England was on paper 
only, I soon saw that nothing .was to be hoped. Nurs¬ 
ed and educated in the daily habit of seeing the degra¬ 
ded condition, both bodily and mental, of those unfor¬ 
tunate beings, but not reflecting that that degradation 
wns very much the work of themselves and their fa¬ 
thers, few minds have vet doubted but that they wore 
as legitimate subjects of property as their horscs’or cat- 
tic.” ' 

[Mr. Jefferson here touches a very important point in 
this question. The degradation of the poor slave is 
often made a justification of his enslavement. Mr. 
Jefferson saw and felt the cruel perverseness of this rea¬ 
soning. The degradation, snvs he, was “ very much 
the work of themselves and their fathers?' How this sug¬ 
gestion demolishes, utterly, the defences which “ avar¬ 
ice and oppression ” have planted upon the ground of 
the slave’s degradation. Shame on such reasoning! 1 
We convert the African from a man to a thing —put the 
yoke of perpe’ual bondage on his neck—shut out the 
light of truth from his mind—take away all motive to 
improve his condition ;—in short, we crush his whole 
soul and spirit—and then taunt him with his degrada¬ 
tion, and solemnly declare that i.e is fit only to be a 
slave!* Mr. Jefferson proceeds:] 

“ The quiet and monotonous course of colonial life 
had been disturbed by no alarm, and little reflection on 
the value of liberty: and when an alarm was taken at an 
enterprise of their own, it was not easy to carry them to 
the whole length of the principles which they invoked 
for themselves. In the first or second session of the 
legislature after I became a member, I drew to this sub¬ 
ject the attention of Colonel Bland, one of the oldest, 
ablest, and most reputable members; and he undertook 
to move for certain moderate extensions of the protec- 

* The degrading influence of slavery is illustrated in 
a communication to the New York Evangelist, under 
the bead of “Reminiscences of slavery in Louisiana,” 
in which the writer says—“ When attempting to impart 
to slaves religious instrac’ion, and to impress upon them 
a sense of moral obligation and accountability to God, 

I have frequently observed, fit church, their umeaning 
and vacant countenances, and. in personal conversa¬ 
tion, have heard them say, thiir masters are account/!- 
Ue for them, and thus throw off all responsibility!” 


lion of tho laws to these people. 1 seconded his motion, 
nnd ns a younger member, was inoro spared in tho do- 
bnto; but he was denounced ns an enemy to his coun¬ 
try, nnd wus treated with tho greatest indecorum.’' 

[So you see, Mr. Spcukor, that “ ono of tho oldest, 
ablest, and most reputable members’’ of tho Virginia 
legislature was denounced as an enemy to his country, 
and even tronted with tho greatest indecorum, heenttso 
he moved lor “certain moderate extensions of the pro¬ 
tection of the laws” to the slaves! Would that this 
spirit hud died with that generation! But I will not de¬ 
tain you from tho remainder of this interesting letter. 
Mr. Juflcrson continues:] 

“ From an early slugo of our revolution, other and 
more important duties were assigned to me; so that, 
from that lime, till my return from Europe, in 1789, and 
I may snv, till I returned to reside ut home, in 1809, 

I hud little opportunity of knowing dm progress of pub¬ 
lic sentirnont here on this subject. I had always hoped 
that tho younger generation, receiving their early impres¬ 
sions after the flame of liberty had been kindled in every, 
hroast, and hnd become, as it were, the vilul spirit of 
every American, in the generous temperament of youth, 
analogous to the motion of their blood, and above tho 
suggestions of avarice, would have sympathised with 
oppression, wherever found, nnd proved their love of 
liberty beyond their own share of it.” 

[Hero, Mr. Speaker, is the true spirit. Here, the "gen¬ 
erous temperament ” that rises “ above the suggestions 
of avarice "—that hoes out of self, in its love of liberty, 
and " remember s those in bonds as bound with them.'' 
Mr. .Tcflerson had hoped much from this spirit, in the 
voting men of Virginia. But he had hoped in vain. 
Hear his Inmentntion :j 

“ But (he continues) my intercourse with them, since 
my return, has not been suflicientto ascertain that they 
have made towards this point the progress I had hoped. 
Your solitary and welcome voicct is the first which has 
brought this sound to my ears; and I have considered 
the general silence which prevails on this subject, as in¬ 
dicating an apathy unfavorable to my hope. Yet the 
hour of emancipation is advancing b. the march of time. 

“ I am sensible of the partialities with which you have 
looked towards me, as the person wiio should under¬ 
take this salutary but arduous work. But this, my deer 
sir, is like bidding old Priam to buckle the armor of 
Hector, “tremcntibus aevo humeris, et inutile ferrum 
cingi.” No: I have overlived the generation with 
which mutual labors and perils begat mutual confidence 
and influence. This enterprise is for the young; for 
those who can follow it up, and bear it through to its 
consummation. It shall have all my prayers; arid these 
are the only weapons of an old man. 

“ It is an encouraging observation that no good mea¬ 
sure was ever proposed which, if duly pursued, failed 
to prevail in the end. We have proof of this in the 
history of the endeavors, in the British parliament, to 
suppress that very trade which brought this evil on us. 
And you will bo supported by the religious precept, “be 
not weary in well doing.” That your success mny.be 
as speedy and complete, as it will be honorable and im¬ 
mortal consolation to yourself, I shall as fervently and 
sincerely pray, as I assure you of my great friendship 
and respect.’’ 

THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Edward Coles, Esq. 

Here, then, Mr. Speaker, we have Mr. Jefferson’s de¬ 
liberate. matured opinions on the subjectof slavery. He 
applied to it, as he did thirty years before, in his letter to 
Or. Price, the great principles of liberty which stood 
out. in hold relief, upon the declaration of independence, 
and which had, subsequently, been incorporated into 
most of the constitutions of the states whim formed the 
union. And how forcibly do the considerations urged 
in this letter—the “ love of justice" —the “love of coun- 


t Governor Coles had born among the young men of 
Virginia to whom Mr. Jcffeison refers. 



2 ”—mill tlit generous " lovo of liberty beyond our own 
no of it," appeal to us to “go to the very verge of our 
constitutional power’* to wipo away tlio “moral re¬ 
proach'.' which slavery und the slave trado in this dis¬ 
trict have fastened on our country. 

Let me now, Mr. Speaker, go back a moment, and 
presont a single example of the strong feeling oil this 
subject, in Virginiu, previous to tho revolution. 


QUESTIONS OF ORDER—REQUESTS TO WITHDRAW, AND AD¬ 
JOURNMENT. 

Mr. Uiiett, of South Curolina, asked if tho proceed¬ 
ings in Virginia had any thing to do with tho proceed¬ 
ings before the house. 

The Chair was about to reply, when 

Mr. Wise rose and said, I 10 has discussed tho whole 
abstract question of slavery—of slavery in Virginia—of 
slavery in my own district. I now ask all my colJeugues 
to retire with me front this hall. 

Mr. Si.ade : Mr. speaker I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. Hulsey : I ask tho Georgia delegation to do the 
same. 

Mr. Ruett : The South Carolina delegation have al¬ 
ready consulted togcther.qnd agreed to meet at 3 o’clock, 
in the room of tho committee on the District of Colum¬ 
bia. 

The Speaker life said that tho gcntlemnn from Ver¬ 
mont had been reminded by the chair tliut the discus¬ 
sion of slavery, as existing wiihin the states, wns not 
in order. When he was desirous to rend a paper, and 
it was objected to, the clmir had stopped him; but the 
objection had been withdrawn, and Mr. Slade had been 
suffered to proceed. He wns now about to read another 
paper, and objection was made. The chair would, 
therefore, take the question on permitting it to be read. 

[Mr. Robertson, Mr. Ruett. and others here rose 
and addressed the chair: a good deal of confusion pre¬ 
vailed ; portions of the southern members weie leaving 
the hnll.f 

Mr. Rhett made a question of order. He asked if 
jhe gentleman from Vermont had a right to discuss the 
question of slavery in Virginia. He thought not; and 
he invited the whole southern delegation from all the 
slave holding states, to meet, forthwith, in the commit¬ 
tee room of the district. 

The Speaker again recapitulated, and vindicated the 
correctness of his own course, as being dictated by the 
rules of the house. What his personal feelings had 
been, might easily be conjectured. Had it been in his 
ower to restrai.i the discussion, he should promptly 
ave exercised the po wer; but it was not. 

Mr. Slade said the matter was not understood. It 
was through mere inadvertence, that he had announced 
his intention to refer to an expression of feeling in Vir¬ 
ginia previous to the revolution. The paper he was 
about to read, was an act of tbn continental congress of 
1774, in regard to the slave trade, expressive of the feel¬ 
ings of the whole country, as well as of Virginia. 

The Chair was about to put the quesuon on leave to 
read the paper, when ’ 

Mr. Wm. Cost Johnson, of Maryland, inquired of the 
chair, whether it would be in order for the house to vote 
that the gentleman from Vermont be not permitted to 
proceed. 

The Chair replied that it would not. 

Mr. McKay, of North Carolina, said that the gentle¬ 
man had been pronounced out of order, in discussing 
slavery in the states; and the rule declared that when 
a member was so pronounced by the chair, he should 
take his seat, and if any one objected to his proceeding 
again, lie should not do so, unless by leave of the house. 
Mr. McKay did now object to the gentleman from Ver¬ 
mont proceeding any farther. 

The Chair. rend the rule referred to, and said that, as 
an objection had now, for the first time, been made un¬ 
der that rulei to the gentleman’s resuming his speech, 
the chair decided that he could not do so without leave 
of the house. 


Mr. Slade said ho had been permitted to read tho pa* 
pers ho had read, and :•* urocecu and comment on thorn. 
Ho had been doing nothing for these twenty minutes 
past, but by leave of tho hot sc. Why, then, should ho 
bo now put down, on tho ground that I 10 had been put 
of order? But, independent of the leave under which 
he had proceeded, ho had indulged in no range of do- 
bnto which was not perfectly in order—none thnt was 
not pertinent to the question whether slavery was con¬ 
sistent witli tho principles of liberty asserted in tho de- 
c nrotion of independence, in the stutc constitutions, 
and in tho other papers which he had read. He had not 
discussed, and uid not intend to discuss, the question of 
slavery in the states. His object bad been to ascertain 
what slavery was, and to array against it not only rea¬ 
son and revelation, but the authority of some of the 
most distinguished men, and ucls of our revolution. 

Tho Chair dircctod Mr. Sludo to take his seat, until 
the question on leave to proceed should be put. 

On this question, Mr. Allen, of Vermont, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Renciier, of North Carolina, moved an adjourn- 
meat. 

Mr. Adams, and many others, rose and demanded 
the yeas and nays on the question of adjournment. 
They were ordered, and taken, and resulted, yens 106 
—nays 63. 

So the house adjourned. 

Mr. Campbell, of South Carolina, at tin moment of 
adjournment, said he had been appointed as one of the 
southern delegation to announce that all those gentle¬ 
men who represented slave holding states, were invited 
to attend the meeting now being held in the district com¬ 
mittee room. 


FURTHER DEBATE PROHIBITED BY RESOLUTION. 

The adjournment of the house was immediately fol¬ 
lowed by a meeting of southern members, in pursu¬ 
ance of the above notice, which it is understood was 
continued until late at night. Of the proceedings 
of that meeting, nothing has specifically transpired, ex¬ 
cept the preparation, for the uction of the house of re¬ 
presentatives, of the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That all petitions, memorials, and pa¬ 
pers, touching the abolition of slavery, or the buying, 
selling, or transferring of slaves, in any state, district, 
or territory of the United States, be laid upon the table 
without heing debated, printed, read, or referred, and 
that no further action whatever shall be had thereon.” 

Tiiis resolution was, on the following morning, pre¬ 
sen fed to the house by Mr. Patton, of Virginia, the 
chairman of the meeting. To prevent debate upon it, 
and thus put it out of the power of the minority to show 
cause why they should not be silenced during the re¬ 
mainder of the session, the mover of the resolution, 
without taking his seat, so that any other one might ob¬ 
tain the floor to discuss the resolution, moved the pre¬ 
vious question. The motion was sustained, debate thus 
cut off; and the resolution forthwith carried by a vote o f 
122 to 74. 

The history of the proceedings of the previous day 
shews how Mr. S. was put down, and opportunity thus 
given to move an adjournment The above resolution; 
and the proceedings on it, show, in part,how the interme¬ 
diate time between that and the following morning, was 
employed in devising plans to nullify the right of peti¬ 
tion,end gag the representatives of the petitioners, on the 
subject of slavery and the slave trade, during the re¬ 
mainder of the session. 

It is not the purpose of Mr. S. 10 comment on this ar¬ 
bitrary and unconstitutional infringement of the liberty 
of speech. Having been thereby prevented from con¬ 
tinuing his remarks he refers to it as an apoloery for 
presenting, in the following pages, the substance of what 
he had intended to say, had he been permitted tc pro¬ 
ceed. If any additional apology can be deemte ne¬ 
cessary, it may be found in the "fact, that it was made 
matter of special objection to his proceeding, that he 




had “wantonly discusscd tho abstract right of slavery,' 
instead of slavery as it oxisted in tho district, and tho 
powers and duties of congress in rclntiun to it." But 
it will bo seen, by what follows, that ho was proceed¬ 
ing to a practical viow of slavery, and to an examina¬ 
tion of the slave trnde in the district, and the powers 
and dudes of congress in rcgnrd to both. Ho feels 
compelled, therefore, in justice to himself, to present 
what ho had intended to say on these brunches of the 
subject. 

Mr. S. was obliged to submit to tho power which, in 
effect, passed a law, in tho midst of his speech, that it 
should not bo heu; d through; and which decreed thnt a 
corlnin subject which the majority wished not to henr 
discussed, should not be discussed by anv body in the 
hearing of thut majority. He submits to that power, for 
tho same reason, and no other, that he would submit to 
a physicul power, wliich he could not resist. But as 
long as there is nny freedom left in the Press, that power 
shall fail of its intended effect, so fur as it regards him¬ 
self. 

When Mr. S. was interrupted it was his intention to 
have proceeded, in substance, as follows: 


Mr. steaker: let mo now call your attention to an 
act of the continental congress, of the 20th of October, 
1774. It was not an act passed with the ordinary so¬ 
lemnities ; but it was in the form of a solemn agreement 
and declaration, signed by all tho delegates of twelve co¬ 
lonies, in behalf of themselves and their constituents; 
in winch, in the name of “ virtue, honor, and lave of 
c luntry” they, among other things, deciured: 

“ We will neither import, nor purchase any slave im¬ 
ported after the first day of December next; after 
which, we will wholly discontinue the slave trade, and 
will neither be concerned in it ourselves, nor will we 
hire our vessels, nor sell our commodities or manufac¬ 
turer to those who are concerned in it.” 

I have, Mr. Speaker, referred to this solemn act, for 
the double purpose of showing the deep abhorrence in 
which slavery was holden at a time when t he principles 
of the revolution were most thoroughly understood und 
felt, and of exhibiting the strong contrast which it pre¬ 
sents to the apathy with which this nation now, in the 
pride of its independence and power, regards slavery 
and the slave trade in th-i capital of the republic. The 
year 1774 was a gloomy period in our history. We 
felt the weight of British oppression; and we felt, too, 
the inconsistency of appealing to the world, and above 
all, to Heaven, for countenance and aid, while our hands 
were defiled with the abominations of the slave trade. 
That was a right feeling. Where has it fled ? What 
have become of the vows we made in the day of trouble? 
Let the unrestrained prosecuiion of a slave trade in this 
district, scarcely less atrocious than the African slave 
trade itself, answer. 

SlUtVERY DISSECTED. 

I have thus far, Mr. Speaker, answered the questiort— 
what is slavery? mainly with a leference to its legal de¬ 
finition, and the total subversion of human rights which 
it involves. But I am told that it is unfair to judge sla- 
very by such a standard; for, though the general de¬ 
finition given of it, throws the slave into the hands of 
an absolute owner, and seems to leave him there, help¬ 
less and unprotected, yet that this is not a full and fair 
view r of the case; for, though the slave laws speak of 
the slave as property, yet they really treat him as a hu¬ 
man being, and yield him a reasonable protection ; and 
if, in nny respect, they seem to come short of it, the de¬ 
ficiency is made up by the interest or the humanity of 
the slave holder. Well; let us, then, look at the matter 
in this light; for if there is any protection to the slave, 
I am anxious to find it. 

The slave laws, in the first place, leave the slave ex¬ 
posed to the unlimited exactions of the master as to the 
degree and duration of his labor. I cannot learn that 


the slave laws of tho United States * impoRo nny restric¬ 
tion in this respect. There are, in some of the slave 
states, Inws which forbid tho muster from compelling 
the slave to labor on tho sabbath, and which limit the 
hours of doily labor An example of tho latter muy bo 
found in tho laws of Smith Carolinu, which fix such 
limit at fifteen hoars! In most of the states, us in this 
district, the law- arc, on these points, entirely silent. 

In tho next place, tho quantity and quality of food 
und clothing, are entirely at tho discretion of the mas¬ 
ter. There uro some few of tho 3tntrs whore there are 
regulations on this subject, which, if they were enforced, 
would ho but a sorry provision lor tho comfort of the 
slave; but which, from their nature, and the general 
obstacles in the way of enforcing any Iuwb in his favor 
—which I shall presently notice—enu seldom be carried 
into execution. Tho slave is left, as in the case of tho 
duration of daily labor, and a lew other ensos in which 
the lows sometimes hold out the semblance of pro'ec- 
tion, to the absolute and really irresponsible discretion 
of his owner. 

Tho power of the master, in the next place, to inflict 
punishment or perpetrnte violence on the slave, is unli¬ 
mited, with three exceptions: These are— murder, 
maiming, nnd such cruelty ns would, if inflicted on a 
beast, subject the perpetrator to an indictment at corn- 
law, for a misdemeanor. For the first, the master may 
be punished capitally, nnd for the two Inst, by fine. 

The slave is liable to be bnn'en bv any body nnd every 
body, without nny responsibility through a civil prose¬ 
cution, but to the owner. The slave Inis no remedy. 

In the next place, the slave is, in virtue of his quality 
09 a chattel personal, liable to bo sold, mortgaged, or 
leased, as the cnprice or necessities of the master may 
dictate. He may. moreover, ho taken nnd sold by 
process of law nt the suit of his masters creditor, or by 
an executor or administrator, in satisfaction of the debts 
or bequests of a decensed master. 

Slaves, however cruelly treated, may not redeem 
themselves, or obtain a change of masters, however ne¬ 
cessary to their personal safety. 

Slaves can make no contract. As they can hold no 
property in things, and have none in themselves, or in 
any of their faculties, or the products of them, there 
is, of course, nothing in the wide creation which can, 
to them, be the subject of a contract. 

Bilt some one asks, in amazement—ern they not 
contract matrimony? They may make to one another 
what promises they please, with the consent of their 
owners. But these promises, though morally binding, 
are not legal contracts of matrimony. Wi»h slaves, the 
marriage relation has no legal exigence. There are no 
parties capable of contracting. The law recognizes no 
such relation—gives it no sanctions, connects with it no 
rights, and throws around it no protection. Rape and 
adultry, when applied to this subject, are words with¬ 
out meaning; anti there is no sense in which the hus¬ 
band has a right to his wife—the wife to her husband, 
or either of them to their children. In short, the whole 
domestic relation is cut up root and branch—destroyed, 
annihilated! 

In reference to the wrongs to which the slave-laws of 
the United States generally leave the slave exposed, 
there arc two or three points which require a moments 
distinct attention. 

The slave has no remedy in his own right for any 
injury. He can be a party to no suit. He can have no 
action against any body, for injuries cither to himself, 
his wife or his children. He is, in this respect, a com¬ 
plete outlaw, without remedy in his own right, for 
wrong of any kind or degree whatever. 

The crying injustice of leaving the slave thus un- 


* When I speak of the slave laws of the United 
States, I mean, of course, the slave-laws of Virginia 
and Maryland, as adopted by the act of confess of the 
127th of February, 1801 They are all now in force as 
I laws of the United States for this district. 
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protected, made so deep an impression on tlio mind of 
Mr. Jefferson, tlmt, soon nfior no entered the Virginia 
legislature, (ns ho says in his loitor to governor Coles, 
which I Itnvo read) ho drew to it tho intention of 
colonel Bland, an old and rcputnblo member of that 
body, who ‘'undertook to move ccrtuin moderate exten¬ 
sions o (' thc-protcvlion of the lawn to these people.” But. 
instead of succeeding in this noble purpose of mercy and 
justice, colonel Bland, as Mr. Jefferson says, was ac¬ 
tually "denounced ua an enemy to his country, and 
treated with the greatest indecorum." And so the 
slave is an outlaw still! 

Tho next general consideration connected with this 
subject which deserves special notice, iR. that no black 
man, whether bond or free, can testify in any nose in which 
a white man is a party. This is a rulo of law of univer¬ 
sal application wherever slavery exists. Now who 
cannot see how completely this rulo deprives the slave 
of tho little protection which the laws profess to give 
him. Tuko tno rpoes in which they make such profes- 
sion—namely, the subjection of the muster to a piMin 
prosecution for murder, maiming and cruelty to ani¬ 
mals at common law.* Who, in the first place, is to 
become the informer? The injured slave dare not; so 
completely is he within the power of the master. And 
if he dare disclose the truth, and set on foot a prosecu¬ 
tion, ho cannot lie a witness. To as little purpose 
would any other black man move in such n matter, 
since no prosecution against a white man can be sus¬ 
tained by his testimony. 

It is in vain that the laws forbid the murder ormnim- 
ing of a slave, or that the master is subjected to a pro¬ 
secution at common law as for cruelty to an animal, if 
the laws cannot be executed ; nnd how can they be, 
without witnesses ? They are but a mere mockery, ac¬ 
companied as they are, hy a sweeping disqualification 
of nearly all the witnesses who, in a slave community, 
would be likely to know the facts necessary to n con¬ 
viction. Add to all this, the consideration ihnt from the 
very nature of his relation to the slave, the master has the 
power of so disposing of him preparatory to tire perpetra¬ 
tion of violence, as to render it impossible to de¬ 
tect and bring him to justice, by any testimony what¬ 
ever. 

* I confess it would not have occurred to me to reckon 
the common law prosecution for cruelty to animals, as 
among the legal protections to the slave, but for a re¬ 
mark which I rind in “ a practical treatise on the laws 
of slavery” by Jacob D. Wheeler, Esq. recently pub¬ 
lished. In reference to a remark of Judge Stroud, in 
his sketch of the slave-laws, that, “the master may, at 
his pleasure, inflict any species of punishment on the 
person of his slave,’’ Mr. Wheeler says in a note, p. 
200: “In those stales where there are rto enactments 
upon the subject, the common law would be sufficient 
to protect slaves. Our books are full of criminal prose¬ 
cutions for cruelty to horses and other animals. And 
the common law remedy is considered effective without 
any statutory enactment.’’ 

> Mr. Wheeler’s work, which embraces a compila¬ 
tion of judicial decisions under the slave-laws, is, I 
observe, recommended bv judge Hitchcock, of Alaba¬ 
ma, as “a valuable work/' I concur in the opinion that 
it is valuable, if for no other reason, for the evidence it 
thus furnishes of the legalized cruelties of slavery. 
“The common law prosecution for cruelty to horses and 
other animals (says Mr. W.) is considered effective, 
without any statutory enactment.” What a confession! 
The protection enjoyed bv “ horses and other animals ” 
is regarded us sufficient for men! To the white man is 
accorded the protection of a private action ol assnulf 
and battery; while the poor slave is left to the prelec¬ 
tion of an indictment at common law for cruelty to a I 
beast; and even that he cannot originate or sustain hy 
his own evidence, or the evidence of any man who j 
has African blood running in his veins. This is the j 
"effective” remedy—so effective as to supersede the ne-1 
cessity of legislation! j 


In wlint a hoiplc3S, unprotected, deplorable condition 
is the slnvo thus left. What nn inconceivable amount 
of suffering may, cither through defect of the laws, or 
failure of their execution, be inflicted on him by exces¬ 
sive labor, want of food and clothing, und cruel punish¬ 
ments hy whipping, churning, and imprisoning at plea¬ 
sure—to say nothing of the sulVerings incident to his 
sale, translor, and severance from his friends. How 
completely is lie left at tho mercy of irresponsible pow¬ 
er—exposed to the grinding exactions of avarice, tho 
relentless seourgings, it may lie, of a passionate, unfeel¬ 
ing muster, and the kicks and cuffs of every body. To 
add to all this, bo may be, and often is, placed under 
iho superintendence, nnd subjected to the proverbial 
cruelties, of one of those subordinate despots called 
overseers, of whom Mr. Wirt, in his life of Patrick 
Henry, says—“ They nro the most abject, degraded, 
unprincipled race—always cap in hand to tlio dona 
who employ them, and furnishing ma’crials for the ex¬ 
ercise of their pride, insolence, end spirit of domina¬ 
tion.” 

Bui it is said that, though the laws furnish, in their 
enactments, little protection, and in their execution less, 
yet tho slave has a sufficient protection in tho interest 
and humanity of his master. 

Interest and humnnity! What a protection to bo 
tnlkcd of for human rights, in a land whose glory it is that 
the laws are supreme: and that to them—not to interest 
or humanity—all—the humblest and the highest—the 
richest und the poorest, may look for protection. In¬ 
terest and humanity 1 Who of us are willing to place 
our rights under such a guardianship? We want for 
ourselves, our wives and our children, the protection of 
law; and of law that can be made to reach and pun¬ 
ish the violators of our rights. And shall we. can we, 
withhold this protection from the slave, and yet talk of 
respect for the constitution which bears upon its front 
the noble inscription “to establish justice?” Can 
we do it, and make pretensions of regard for that 
great law of Christian love^which enjoins the do.ng to 
OTHERS AG WE WOULD THAT THEY SHOULD DO UNTO US? 

But, Mr. sneaker, I place this question on higher 
ground than the want of legal protection from outrage. 
Let the slave be ever so well treated; let his rights to 
immunity from violence and cruelty be ever so much 
respected, yet the great right— his right to bjmself, 
is trampled in the dust. The wrong thus inflicted, no 
kindness of treatment can make right. Wrong—fla¬ 
grant wrong—deeply and indelibly stains the whole. 
The “SPOT” is there, and ocean’s waters cannot wash 


it out. 

Another strong feature in the slave system which I 
have thus glanced at, is the liability of the slave to be 
disposed of under legal process. It is one of the most 
odious features in the whole system, because there are, 
in such cases, none of the restraints upon the cruel se¬ 
paration of husbands and wives, and parents and chil- 
| dren, which mnsters may sometimes feel in disposing of 
their slaves. This feature of the system is justly stig- 
' matised by Edwards, in his history of the West Indies, 
as “a grievance remorseless and tyranical in its princi¬ 
ples and dreadful in its effects.” 

If, in any respect, the slave laws of the United 
States are less odious than those of some of the states, 
they are, in this respect, decidedly more so than those 
of Louisiana. There, slaves are made part of the real 
estate of their masters; and their sale is, of course^ 
subjected to all the restraints upon alienation to which 
that kind of estate is subjected. Here,there is no such 
restraint; and under the laws of the United States, the 
digraceful spectacle is frequently exhibited of the expo¬ 
sure of slaves upon the auction stand in this city, for 
sale to the highest bidder, either at the instance of tho 
owner, or upon process of execution, or under an 
order of the court having charge of the settlement of 


| While the laws of the United States are thus mom 
odious than those of one of the slave states, and, I may 
add, more so than another, (Maryland) which has re- 



peulud her law siibjcciing a free black to bo appre¬ 
hended and imprisoned os a runnwny slave, antf sold 
into slavery to pay his jail fees, while here it remains 
in full forcowhile our laws nro thus distinguished for 
cruelty and oppression, it is but justice to say thnt there 
is one respoet, in which thoy nro distinguished for 
at least n nogativo humanity. They do not actually 
prohibit tho instruction of|ho slaves in reading. If they 
can find any ono who will be willing to instruct them, 
and if their owners will allow them to ne instructed,there 
is no law which will either fine or imprison the instruc* 
tor! And if they can build school houses, and hire in¬ 
structors, and contrive to collect themselves together lor 
instruction, at the same lime thnt they are toiling in the 
service of their owners, there is no tuw in force here , 
which will authorize an officer to enter the school house, 
and disperse them ns an ‘‘unlawful assembly." In 
these respects, the government of the United States 
may bonst that its slave-laws nre superior to diosc of 
most of tho slave states! 

. The reference I have made to the matter of instruc¬ 
tion, suggests another feature in the slave-laws which 
deserves special notice. While the instruction of slaves 
is prohibited by lnw, ns in most of the sluvo states, or 
prevented or neglected by most of the slave owners, ns 
m this district, they nre, nevertheless, subjected to 
punishment for crimes, far severer than those inflicted 
on tho well instructed and tho free. Judge Stroud, in 
his "sketches of the laws relating to slavery,” enume¬ 
rates nineteen classes ,of offences (some of them em¬ 
bracing several distinct offences) in Virginia, for which 
the white man is only punishable by imprisonment; 
while, for the same offences, the slave is punishable 
with death. He rnnkes similar specifications with re¬ 
gard to several other states. I rcler particularly to Vir¬ 
ginia, because her laws have been adopted by congress 
for a part of this district. There are also numerous 
acts which are not prohibited to freemen by the laws 
governing the district, but which arc made crimes when 
commit'ed by slnves, and for which thev are subjected 
to severe punishments. A more cruel absurdity in cri- 
ramal legislation can hardly be conceived, ;, .mn is ex¬ 
hibited in these distinctions’between the slave and the 
freeman—distinctions which, if crimes and punish¬ 
ments are to hold any relation to each other, enhance 
guilt just in proportion as the means of forming just 
conceptions of moral and legal obligation are withheld 
from the offender. 

Such nre the slave laws of this nation, whose decla¬ 
ration of independence asserts that “alt men are creat¬ 
ed equal,” and whose constitution was ordained to 
establish Justice, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity.” 

UNCONSCIOUSNESS OF THE WRONG OF SLAVERY NO 
MITIGATION OF IT. 

But the kind and benevolent slave-holder, (and there 
are many— many such,) says to me—I am not, after all, 
conscious of the wrongs of whch you speak, and must 
think it a great breach of Christian charily for you to 
indulge in such denunciations of slavery, when there 
are so many kind and charitable, benevolent and hu¬ 
mane, just and pious slave-holders. Are they all to be 
accused of “violating the laws of God and man?’’ And 
can slavery be as bad as you represent, while it is bus- j 
tained by suck men? I 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here, not as the accuser of indi¬ 
viduals, but to speak of the radical and incurable wrong 
of slavery. I ao not assume the office of a reprover; 
but I speak, as I have a right to do, the words of truth 
and soberness in regard to slavery, cherished and sus¬ 
tained as it is, by the authority of die United States, in 
this territory, over which that authority is exclusive and 
supreme. In regard to individual slave-holders, I de¬ 
sire to avoid, most scrupulously, the language of vitu¬ 
peration and reproach. I know many of them, for 
whom I entertain a high personal regard, and upon 
whose feelings it would give me very great pain to in¬ 


flict liic slightest wound. But must I, therefore, refrain 
from all animadversions upon slavery? They indeed 
profess to be unconscious of any wrong in tho institu¬ 
tion which I denounce; and I give them credit lor sin¬ 
cerity. But docs that settle this question? Can any 
unconsciousness ol the wrong inflicted eu the slave, at- 
feet the real extent of that wrong? It limy lessen the 
sin of holding him in bondage. That m a question I 
uni not now discussing. Ido not treat this as a ques¬ 
tion of morals bat of human RiauTs. Tlie degree ol 
morn! turpitude is one tiling—the wrong done the slave 
another. His rights arc not to be measure d by that 
standard. It is no mitigation of the wrongs winch ho 
sutlers, that they are inflicted by ono who is uncon¬ 
scious of their extent; or even by ono who, in every 
thing else, is distinguished lor uprightness und humani¬ 
ty. Tliey arc just as really wrongs to him, us though 
inflicted by the greatest monster upon earth. 

1 need hardly remind you how strikingly this distinc¬ 
tion is illustrated in tho history ol* the African slave 
trade. It is less than fifty years since thut trade— now 
made piracy — was openly carried on by British sub¬ 
jects, under the sanction of Britisli laws; and by 
men, too, of respectable standing in that kingdom. In¬ 
deed, when Clarkson, Wilberlbrce, Fox, andritt, assail¬ 
ed this trade, and pressed upon parliament its aboli¬ 
tion, the history of that struggle tells us that its •consist¬ 
ency even with revealed religion wasstoutly maintain¬ 
ed! “We had to contend, (says the indefatigable 
Clarkson,) and almost to degrade ourselves by doing 
so, against the double argument of the humanity and 
the holiness of ttie trade." 

If the “humanity and holiness” ol tlie sla-e trade wa3 
contended for then, how much force is there in lb i ar¬ 
gument in favor of slavery, which is based upon the 
insensibility of its supporters to the wrongs of tlie in¬ 
stitution? 

But, sir, the light of truth dispelled the delusion in 
Great Britain; and tlie same light is destined, 1 trust, 
ut no distant day, to dispel a similar delusion here. 

THE SLAVE TRADE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Having answered the question—what is slavery? I 
proceed 10 the consideration of another qucsiion. Tlie 
memorial asks for the abolition of the slave trade in 
this district. 

And what is the slave trade? It is the making mer¬ 
chandize of men. It is not merely the sale and trans¬ 
fer ol slaves in the ordinary exchanges of society; but 
it is the buying and selling of men and women to get 
gain. The slave-holder holds them for this purpose.— 
The slave-merchant buys and sells them for the same 
purpose. Both are founded in the same great wrong— 
that of depriving a man of property in Himself. It is 
not, therelore, merely that deprivation that stamps tho 
trade with its peculiar utrocity; but the incidents neces¬ 
sarily connected with the purchase, sale, and future des¬ 
tiny of the subjects of it. These incidents embrace the 
sundering of tne domestic relations: the coercions and 
restrains of chains, manacles, prisons, and slave-ships— 
the dreaded and dreadful uncertainties of deeiiny con¬ 
nected with the disposal of the slave in a foreign mar¬ 
ket, and the frequent realizing of his gloomiest antici¬ 
pations in regard to his condition in the hands of a new 
proprietor. 

Trace the poor slave through the whole of this pro¬ 
cess, and you see the broad and deep impress of frofer- 
ty, and nothing but froferty, stamped on every 
part of it. While mingling in the settled and perma¬ 
nent relations of “domestic servitude,” he, perhaps, 
formed those associations, and experienced those sym¬ 
pathies which made him almost forget that he was not 
his own, but tlie properly of another. But the moment 
he is transferred to the hands of a slave merchant, the 
truth of bis condition flashes upon his mind, a. I sinks 
him in despair. He Bees nothing around him, but the 
evidences of his deep degradation, und nothing before 
him but a gloomy and galling servitude. Cut off from 



iik' M/'iid.s, poor though they might lmvc been, of his 
former homo, ho feels himself in the shilling presence, 
and within tho iron grasp of a dealer in huniun flesh, 
whoso udamuntinq heart feels no pity, nnd respects no 
right. He looks forward, indeed, to a change of his 
relations; but it brings no solace to his aching heart, 
and throws no light upon tho future midnight gloom. 
Ho looks back, but it is only to revive the agonies of 
tho separation, nnd, by the contrast, to puint the future 
in colors of darker and deeper horror. 

And what has ho left behind him? Go to the homo 
from which a merciless cupidity hos forced him, and 
what do you see? Tho wretched wife and mother, 
stretched upon her lowly couch, pressing to her tigoniz- 
ed bosom tho child of her love, as if to stunen tho 
wounds which a heartless and revolting avarice -has 
inflicted on it. Sho follows, in her imagination, the 
object of her affection, and hears tho clunking of his 
chains, and tho sighs and groans of ids wretched prison- 
house. Sho traces him through the slave mart, and 
from tho auction stand, to the possession of a new 
owner, and there sees him toiling, and sweating, and 
bleeding beneath the lash of an iron-hcartcu task¬ 
master. 

Wonder you, sir v that death is often sought as a re¬ 
lief from such agonies? 

But what have I described? The fruits of the slave 
trade. And where? In Africa?—far away from tho 
restraining influences of civilization nnd Christianity, 
where the trade in human flesh finds the congenial as¬ 
sociates of war nnd rapine? No siry-not there, but 
here — here, in this very district, and within sight of tho 
very place where we arc assembled—here, in the midst 
of a country, which boasts its humanity and refine¬ 
ment, its liberties nnd laws—here, where altars are 
erected, not for tho immolation of human victims to 
appease the wrath of an unknown Deity, but to Him 
who “hath made of owe blood, all nations of men, to 
dwell on all the face of the earth,’’ and whoso whole 
law of duty from man to his fellow, is summed up in the 
precept, “thou shalt LoyE thv neighbor as thyself.” 

And are these things so? Can I make you, Mr. 
speaker, and the country, believe it? Yes sir; I can 
and will, if the house will give me a commit.ee, whose 
souls shall enter into this subject, and who snail resolve 
to tear aside the veil that hides the deformities and the 
horrors of this detestable traffic. _ 

While, however, I thus speak, it is, I confess, enough 
to destroy all courage in attempting any thing for the 
suppression of this abominable and disgracelul traffic, 
to recollect how abortive have proved all efforts hither¬ 
to, to effect that object. I open the journals of this 
house, and find that, in 181G, Mr. Randolph, of Vir¬ 
ginia, moved a resolution providing for the appointment 
of a special committee “to inquire into the existence of 
an inhuman and illegal traffic in slaves, carried on in, 
and through, the Disirict of Columbia, and to report 
whether any, and what, measures arc necessary for 
putting a stop to the same.” 

On the occasion of offering this resolution, it is said 
in the journal of the debates of that period, that— 

“Mr. Randolph moved the [foregoing] resolution, the 
necessity of which, and of providing a remedy for a 
practice so heinous and abominable, (malting this dis¬ 
trict a depot for the slave trade ot the neighboring 
states, and a medium for evading the laws in force by 
collusive sales,) he impressed by a variety of remarks, 
and concluded by declaring that, if the business was' 
declined by the house, he would undertake it himself, 
and ferret out of their holes and corners the villains who 
carried it on.’’ 

This was on the 1st of March. On the 30th of April, 
Mr. Randolph, it appears, reported sundry depositions 
on the subject, taken by the committee; which were 
ordered to lie on the table —and there, Mr. speaker, they 
lie to this day!* Not another step, that I can find, was 

♦These depositions are not to be found in the clerk’s 
office. 


tuken under tho resolution. Neither congress nor tho 
mover of the resolution appear toiiuvo dono any thing 
further to “lerretout of their holes and corners, the vil¬ 
lains who carried on” the “heinous and abominable” 
traliic. 

I Another movement was mode in 1829. by an able 
nnd estimable Bon of Pennsylvania, (Mr. Charles Mi- 
I ner,) looking to a remedy for this evil, in regard to which 
ho made some most astounding disclosures, and buij- 
I ported a proposition lor the grad uul abolition of slavery, 
and tho lmmcdnfo prohibition of the slavo trade in this 
I district, in an ublo nnd eloquent speech. If fact, and 
argument, and eloquonco, could have effected any 
thing, surely it would have been effected by this effort. 
But it availed nothing. The proposition went to a 
committee, and slept the sleep of death! Enormities 
startling onough to wuko tho dend, were like galvanism 
upon a lifeless carcass. There was a slight convulsion, 
and nil wns over!* ’ 

I have, Mr. Speaker, spoken of the open and un¬ 
blushing prosecution of this trade. Why, sir, look into 
the newspapers of this city. Yes, into tho newspapers. 

, 1 he evidence is found even in the very papers which 
are laid every morning on our tables. Tako up, for 
example, one of these papers of yesterday, and you 
will find no less than five advertisements by sluve-mcr- 
i chants in this district, (four of them in this very city,) 
offering cash for negroes.” Take the following os a 
specimen of the whole: 6 

“CASH FOR NEGROES.—I will give each, and 
liberal prices, for any number of young ard likely ne- 
I groes, irom 8 to 40[years of age. Persons having ne¬ 
groes to dispose of, will find it to their advantage to 
give me a call, at my residence, on the corner ol 7th ’ 
street and Maryland avenue, and opposite Mr. Wil- 
hnm H. Williams’s private jail. All letters addressed 
to me, Washington city, shall have immediate attention. 

“WILLIAM H. RICHARDS.” . 

“Any number of young and likely negroes, from 
eight (!) to forty years ot age!” “Cash, and liberal 
prices! And all to supply slave factories—not on the 
coast of Africa, but in the city of Washington—tho 
capital of the United States of America! 

And how are these slave factories supplied? How 

e these "private jails!” filled? By agents, moving' 
| about m the surrounding country, like New England 
or i ennsylvama drovers, in search of cattle. When 
the price of slaves is high in the southern market, the 
trade is active, and large numbers arc purchased. They 

e brought into this city, sometimes marching in double 

es, connected by chains passing through hand-cuffs, 

\ cottars, and sometimes crowded into large wagons, 
like sheep for the slaughter. I have witnessed both 
inodes of transportation. In this manner, they are 
dnven through the streets of this city, and by the very 
I doors of this capital, to be deposited in the “private 
jails prepared for their reception. It was but last win¬ 
ter, that one of these very exhibitions was presented to 
the wondering gaze of the members of the 24tli con- 
■ gross, as they were leaving tins capital: upon an ad¬ 
journment of the house. 

The slaves collected in the manner thus described, 
are sent to the southern market, either over land, or by 
transportation coastwise. The number thus purchased 
and disposed of annually, I have no means of stating. 
The custom-house returns would show the number 


♦Since writing the above, I have found that a bill for 
suppressing the trade in this district was reported by 
Mr. Washington, of Maryland, chairman of the com¬ 
mittee on the, district, in April, 1830. It was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the committee of 
the whole on. the state cfiihq union; and that is the 
last that has been heard of It!. .If fhe cqmmittee should 
take it into their heads to report such a bill now, it would 
not be aa fortunate as the hill of 1830, but would be 
uatkd to'<ht> tulle, “without being ddaied, printed, read, 
or referred! * ’ 



thijqied; but llitio nro no mouns oi ascertaining the 
probably larger number otherwise sent from the district. 

Do you, Mr. Speaker, want further evidence of the 
extent mid character of this trade? 1 have it at hand, 
in a memorial of more tliun eleven hundred citizens ol 
this district, presented to congress in 1828, praying for 
tho abolition of slavery and the slave trade here. In 
that memorial, tho ratio is thus described: 

“While the laws of the United States denounco the 
foreign slave trade as piracy, and punish with death 
those who are found engaged in its perpetration, there 
exists in this district, the scat of the naiionnl govern¬ 
ment, n domestic slave trade scarcely less disgraceful 
in its character, and even more demoralizing in its in¬ 
fluence. For this is not, like tho former, curried on 
against a barburous nation; its victims are reared up 
among the pcoplo of this country, educated in the pre¬ 
cepts of the same religion, and imbued with similar do¬ 
mestic attachments. .... - 

• “These pcoplo ate, without their consent, torn irom 
their homes; husband and wife nro frequently separated 
and sold into distant parts; children ore taken Irom 
their parents, without regard to tho ties ot nature; und 
tho rnostendearing bonds of affection arc broken forever. 

“Nor is this traffic confined to those who uro legally 
slaves for life. Some who are entitled to freedom, und 
many who have a limited time to serve, aro sold into 
unconditional slavery; and,owing to the defectiveness of 
our laws, they aro generally carried out of the dis¬ 
trict before the necessary steps can be taken lor their 

“We* behold these scenes continually taking place 
among us, and lament our inability to prevent them.— 
The people of this district have, within themselves, no 
means of legislative redress; and we therefore appeal 
to your honorable body, as the only one invested by 
the American constitution with the power to relieve us. * 

• Here, Mr. Speaker, is a description of this trade, 
•which fully sustains all I have said in regard to it; for 
it is notorious that its extent and enormities are not 
less now, than when they drew from those who were 
familiar with them, the description I have read, with 
theirearnest prayer, that congress would interpose und 
relieve them from the “disgraceful” and “demoralizing” 

Two years after the presentation of this memorial, 
namely, on the 15th of January, 1830, the grand jury 
of the county of W ashington, by their foreman, 1 homos 
Carberry, esq. addressed a letter to the chairman of 
the committee for the District of Columbia, m which 
he said—“the district is made a market for the pur¬ 
chase and sale of great numbers of slaves, annually 
brought here for that purpose. These wretched be¬ 
ings are frequently seen passing through our streets, 
like droves of cattle, to houses of deposite, set up and 
maintained for that purpose. The inhuman practice 
is so shocking to the moral sense of the community, ns 
to call loudly for the interposition of congress." _ 

Mr. Speaker: I have asked for a committee to inves¬ 
tigate this subject. But I submit whether there :s not 
before us, sufficient evidence to warrant and demand 
our immediate action. Sir, we ought to pass a bill 
forthwith, by acciamudon, banishing this traffic for¬ 
ever from our jurisdiction. Humanity, justice, nauonal 
character, consistency, all unite m demanding if. 

I say consistency demands it. \\ liy, err, what have 
we done? Let me examine a moment. 

We, in the first place, authorized by our constitution 
the abolition of the foreign slave trade after the year 

In' 1794, we prohibited the fitting out from the ports 
of the United States, of vessels for the stave trade be¬ 
tween foreign countries. • ' • 

In 1800, we prohibited the holding of any right m 
vessels so fitted ont, or serving on board the same; and 
authorized their seizure by the ships or war of tlie 

^llTlWLwo prohibited* after the ?st of January, 


lblid, tlie building or lining nut <>l any wi-mi mr the 
importation of slaves—enucted her entire forfeiture, 
and imposed a pcnuliy on euch person concerned in 
ouch lining out, of 820 000. 

In 1818, we enucted numerous additional provi¬ 
sions against tho slave trade, und uguinst all engaged 
therein. 

In 1810, we authorized the cruising of our utined 
vessels Ibr the suppression of tbo trade; and 

In 1820, wo declined it to be piracy, punishable with 
DEATH. 

We also prohibited the importation of slaves into the 
territories, namely—of Mississippi, in 1708; of Orleans, 
in 1801; and of Floridu, in 1822— enacting, in each 
cusc, that the stoves imported should be. thencejortk free. 

Nor is this all. In the year 1815, wc concluded a 
treaty of peace with Urcut Britain, in which it wus 
solemnly stipulated tlmt— 

“Whereas, the traffic in slaves is irreconcilable with 
the principles of humanity and justice, und whereas, 
both his majesty and the United Stutcs arc desi.ot.s of 
continuing their clibrts to promote its entire abolition, 
it is hereby ngreed, that both the contracting panics 
shall use their best endeavoJs to accomplish so cesira- 
ble un object." 

It thus appears that wo have not only “gone to tho 
very verge of our constitutional power," for the pur¬ 
pose of utterly destroying the foreign slave trade, grad¬ 
ually rising in our enactments, 'o the punishment of 
death; but that we have, on an occasion of great in¬ 
terest to our country, and under circumstances suited 
to make a deep impression on the world, solemnly en¬ 
tered into covenant with a great nation, that v.;c would 
use our “best endeavors’’ to promote the “entire aboli¬ 
tion” of the traffic in slaves—a covenant whose terms 
and spirit, obviously, can bo satisfied with nothing 
short of the abolition of the “traffic" in this cupital ot 
our republic. 

And now, sir, behold our inconsistency. After hav¬ 
ing done nil this; after having nctuully risen to the 
point of making the foreign slave trade piracy, ar-d 
solemnly covenanted to use our best endeavors to pro¬ 
mote tlie entire abolition of the traffic in slaves, we still 
permit it to be carried on under the sanction of our 
own laws, and in the very heart of our own country! 

Sir. it is amazing to look at this inconsistency. Let 
me illustrate it by an example. Here are two citizens 
of Alexandria, in this dictriet. Each tits out a vessel 
for the slave trade. One sails to Africa, purchases a 
cargo of slaves, and ships them for a West India mar¬ 
ket. And what do we do? Why, sir, we seize tho 
ship; condemn it ns lawful prize; send the slaves 
back to Africa, and hang the Alexandrian as a pirate. 

The other sends his agents through this district and 
the surrounding country—purchases “young and likely 
negroes from 8 to 40 years of nge’ , - 7 ships his cargo of 
human flesh to Florida or Mississippi, and sclis the 
wretched beings into a servitude perhaps tenfold more 
cruel and hopeless than that w'hich they left behind 
them—and what do we do with Aim? Nothing! No 
law denounces him ns a pirate, and no public armed 
vessel arrests him on his way to the port of his destina¬ 
tion. Indeed, through every part of this process, he 
proceeds under the protection of our laws;* and when 

*The same law that abolished the slave trade with 
foreign countries, (passed March 2, 1807.) exjrressly 
permits the trade, coastwise, in vessels of forty tons 
oitrthen and upwards. Tlie 8th section makes pro¬ 
vision for the delivery by the master of the slave-ship, 
to the collector of the port from whence it is to sail, “of 
n manifest of the cargo, whereupon the collector is to 
deliver to the master a permit, specifying thereon the 
number, names, and general description of such persons, 
[the slaves shipped,] and authorizing him to proceed to 
:he port of his destination.” The act then provides that 
the collector of the port of destination cf such shin, shall, 
on the production of such “permit," alsopermit the “un¬ 
lading” of the cargo which is described therein. 



die whole ia consummated, ho rests secure in tho en¬ 
joyment of Ilia ill-gotten gums, and wulka abroad in 
ealrty, “uriwhippod of justice," and unacalhcd by tho 
indignation ot an abused and outraged community.— 
Sir.liow much longer cun wo permit these things, and 
expect to escuno (ho indignunland burning scorn of the 
civilized world. 

Ana yet, what is nil this, but a part of tho “divine 
instituti m’’ of slavery? llow nnturully does it result 
from n system, by virtue of which men and women ate 
‘•deemed and adjudged to bo chuttels personal, in the 
hands of their owners and possessors, their executors, 
administrators, and assigns, to all intents, constructions, 
and purposes whatsoever?" 

lint here again, 1 may bo told that I do slave-holders 
great injustice—that there arc thousands of them who 
hold the slave trude, und all the cruellies and abomina¬ 
tions of sluvery in utter abhorrence, and who ought to 
be exempted even from implied censure, on account of 
them. 

Sir, there arc thousands of sliive-holders who do ab¬ 
hor the slave trade, 1 '■ ' ’ 

cal abominations oi 

admit it. But yet, .. „ ir , 

they are, as slave-holders, actuully sustaining and up- 
holding a system, from which all these cruelties and 
abominations, (and who can compute their aggregate 
amoun'?) including the slave trade itself do naturally 
and necessurily llow. If there were nothing connect¬ 
ed with the system of slavery, but whips and tortures, 
und forced labor to the lost point of endurance, and 
the slave trade, with its horrors, slavery would sink, by 
its own weight. But the institution, with all its accom¬ 
paniments, points to numerous of its friends, and says— 
Dehold the humanity, and kindness, and charily, and 
generosity, and justice, of these my supporters. Can I 
be what it ia pretended I am, wliile th is sustained? 

Sir, it is the kind, the humane, the benevolent and 
the just, (just in every thing but slavery,) who are 
really responsible for the cruelties and ubo’minations of 
slavery and the slave trade. If they would abandon 
slavery, it would fall. On them, therefore, rests main- 


oir, mere arc mour,anus ot siiive-lioiders who do ab- 
ir the slave trade, and the cruelties and other practi- 
il abominations of slavery. I admit it, and rejoice to 
Imitit. But yet, what are thcyrloing? Why. sir, 


ly the responsibility of sustaining a system which is not 
only wrong i n principle, but which, in spite of their 
wishes to the contrary, bears, and must continue to 
bear, the grapes of Sodom, and the clusters of Go¬ 
morrah. 


POWER OF CONGRESS OVER THIS SUBJECT IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Having thus ans wered the questions—what slavery? 
and what Is the slave trade? I proceed to consider the , 
power of congress to abolish both, within the limits of 
this district. 1 

It seems to me, that no man can look at these evils, i now 
in their real magnitude, without involuntarily, and ■ 
earnestly asking—Is there no remedy? Is there no 
legislative authority competent to reach the case?— 

Must such evils continue to exist here forever? 

Now, sir, I am nmong those who believe that these 
evils are not to exist here forever: and I maintain that 
there is a legislative authority competent to apply a re¬ 
medy. Where is that aatho'rity? 

In the first place, it is manifest that it does not exist ii. 
any of the states. It did exist in Maryland and Vir¬ 
ginia, before their cession of this district; but it exists 
there no longer—those states having ceded the territory 
to the United States, and with it, “exclusive jurisdiction 
of soil, and persons residing, and to reside, thereon.”— 

And to render doubly certain the true intent and mean¬ 
ing of this transfer of jurisdiction, it is added, that it is . 
pursuant to the tenor and effect of the 8th section of 
the 1st article of the constitution of the United Suites.’’ 
Turning to that part of the constitution, we find that it 
gives congress power “to exercise cxdusive legislation 
in all cases whatsoever, over such district as mny, by ces¬ 
sion of particular states, and the acceptance of con¬ 
gress, become the seat of the government of the United i 


It is manifest, then, that Mnryland nnd Virginia can 
exercise no more power in tho “euscs” of slavery and 
tho slave trade in this district, than Massachusetts nnd 
Vermont. Nor have they nny more right to ask to bo 
consulted on those, subjects limn Massachusetts nnd Ver¬ 
mont; lor it would be a glaring absurdity to require 
congress to consult those siutes, and ask them to 
giro their “consent," when, in muking their grant of ex¬ 
clusive jurisdiction, they have reserved no right to with¬ 
hold it. 

. I have anticipated the answer to the question—where 
is the power to provide n remedy? It is in congress, 
lully and umply—without restriction or liini'ation. “.4« 
cases whatsoever Nothing can bo broader. There 
is no “case’ —that is, no subject matter upon winch 
any human authority may rightfully legislate, which is 
not embraced within this grant. 

It is sometimes intimated tliut congress have a right 
to legislate to tho extent only ot regulating the police of 
tho district, with a view to their own security, und that 
ot the executive government. But where is to be found 
such a limitation of the broad and sweeping terms— 
all cases whatsoever?" If such a qualification had 
been intended, it would, certainly, have been some¬ 
where at least intimated. But this is done, neither in 
the constitution, nor in the grants by the states of Vir¬ 
ginia and Maryland, nor any where else. 

But it is said that such a construction only, is consis¬ 
tent with the abject of the grant to congress of power to 
legislate for this district. If ihe terms used in the grant 
were of doubtful import, this latitude of construction 
might be permitted; but they ore not. The terms— 
all cases whatsoever," have no ambiguity, and admit, 
therefore, of no such explanation. 

But what is the supposed exclusive object of the 
grant? The security ot congress. And may not that 
security be nfiested by legislation huving nothing cf die 
character of mere police regulations? Take, for ex¬ 
ample, the very case now under consideration. May 
not that general legislation which shall affect the exis¬ 
tence of slavery here, have much, very much to do with 
the security of congress ? 

As it is insisted that the clause of the constitution 
giving the power of “exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever" shall be interpreted by a reference to some¬ 
thing besides the terms ot ihe grant, let us look a little 
at the construction given to it at the 'into the constitu¬ 
tion was formed. I turn, for example, to the debates 
on the adoption of the constitution by the sta'es, and 
take up the volume containing those of the Virginia 
convention. Gentlemen will not, certainly, object to 
my going to Virginia for authority on this subject. 

On looking into these debates, I find that the clause 
__3w in question was objected to by several of the lead¬ 
ing men in the convention, expressly on the ground 
that the power it conferred was unlimited. Mr. Mason 
said—“this clause gives an unlimited authority in every 
possible case within the district.’’ Patrick Henry called 
it “ unlimited, unbounded authority.” Mr. Grayson said 
that, “after mature deliberation, he could not find that 
the ten miles square was to be looked upon even i 


pnrt of a slate, but to be totally independent of all, and 
subject to die exclusive legislation of congrcrs.” There 
appears to have been but one member of the conven¬ 
tion (Mr. Pendleton) who maintained that the power 
did not extend to “ every possible case within die dis¬ 
trict.” 

And what said Mr. Madison to all this? He had before 
declared, in the “Federalist” (No. 43,) that the autho¬ 
rity of congress at the sent of government was “com¬ 
plete." And did he now deny the construction put up¬ 
on the clause in question by Mr. Mason, Henry, and 
others? No, sir. Though ne spoke several times on 
the question, lie intimated no dissent from that con¬ 
struction. On die contrary, lie manifesdy admitted its 
correctness, by replying to the argument drawn from 
the danger of the “unlimited, unbounded authority,” 
that “dtere must be a particular cession, by particular 



states, ol' tin* district to congress; ami that the states i 
may .-oilla the terms of the cession,” and “may make 
wlmt stipulation limy please in it.” Mr. Nicholas took 

1 *'\Ve have thus, air, the authority of the lending men ] 
in tin; Virginia convention, including Mr. Madison 
himself, in Vavor of the construction tor which f con- 

If further Virginia authority in desired, I have one 
before me, of a much .. ter (Into, in a report to this 
house of the committee on the District ot Dohunoia, 
made bv its chairman, Mr Rowel, a distinguished 
member from Virginia, in Ja nary, 1827; in winch lie 
said—“the congress of the United Suites has, by the 
constitution, exclusive .jurisdiction over this discinct, 
and has the power upon this subject, (the imprisonment 
of free negtoes as runaways) as upon all other subjects 
of leidslation, to exercise, unlimited discretion.'' Unit- 
milcii was the very term applied to the power o‘ con¬ 
gress here, by Patrick Henry in the Virginia conven¬ 
tion, forty years before. . . . . 

It would be a waste of tune, to cite further authori¬ 
ties—which I might easily do—in support of the posi¬ 
tion that congress have power to legislate on the sub¬ 
ject before us. 


■/lies of civil and religious liberty, which lorm the btm.s 
whereon these republics, their laws and constitutions 
arc erected,’’ ami “to iix and establish those principles- 
as the Inisis of all laws, constitutions mid governments, 
which, forever hureafter, shall be formed in the said ter¬ 
ritory.’’ It was lor such a “purpose” that slavery was 
forever banished from the territory; and this, be it re¬ 
membered, was the solemnly declared purpose of every 
slate in the union—the vote for the ordinance having 
I been unanimous— with the exception of one voice—in 
I the congress of 17ti7.^ 

I And is it for us to say, alter all this, that it is not 
I within the competency of legislation to abolish slavery? 

I 1 might add numerous individual authorities, but my 
i limits must restrain me. 1 cannot, however, omit the 
: authority of Washington, which is most clear and cxpli- 
; cit. In’writing to Robert Morris, on the 12th of April, 
i 1780, he said—“There is not a man living, who wishes 
| more sincerely than I do, to see a plan adopted for the 
1 abolition of slavery; but there is only one proper and 
i oiledunt mode by which it can he accomplished, and 
that is, In/ legislative authority; and this, us .far as my 
I sulfi age. will go, shall never he wanting.” On the 10th of 
! May, L "l78G, he thus writes to l.a Fayette—“It (abolition) 
certainly might, and ought to he effected, and that, too, 


is the abolition of slavery within the competency j 

OF AN Y LEGISLATION? 

But it is sometimes said, that, though congress A«re j 
the power of exclusive legislation, “in all cases,” yet 
this must he understood to mean all eases groper Jor 
legislation ; but that the abolition ot slavery is not with¬ 
in the competency of any legislation. 

Not within the competency ot any legislation ! What 
has the civilized world been doing tor the last halfeen- 
“urv? Not to speak of those governments in Ftirope. in 
v liich the instimtion of slavery has been indirectly as¬ 
sailed bv the supreme power, lei me point the objeemr 
to the history of Great Britain during that period. Filly 
years ago slavery, as it now exists in our own country, 
existed m the colonics of that empire; while an un- 
restained trade in slaves was carried on between the 
coast of Africa and those colonies. AW, that trade 
ismade piracy, and slavery is abolished throughout the 
British dominions. And all this has been eileetul by 
legislative {tower —a {tower which the objection assumes, 
\anot competent to abolish slavery. The same (tower has 
been exercised by the governments of all the .South 
American states, "Brazil excepted, and by .Mexico. 

So, too, in our own country, slavery lias been abol¬ 
ished by the governments of New Hampshire, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Rhode island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey arid Pennsylvania. It has not been abolished 
in Vermont, for Vermont, never bad any to abolish. No, 
sir 9 thank h(\tvrn, ill#.* toot of a slava, hold by authority 
of that state, never trod her soil; nor, let mo add, did 
the heart of a slave ever beat in the bosom of one of 


by legislative authority.” hi a letter to John Fenton Mer¬ 
cer, of September 9, 1786, he said—“It is among my 
first wishes to see some plan adopted by which slavery 
'in this country may he abolished by law.” In a letter 
to John .Sinclair, ho says—“There art;, in Pennsylva¬ 
nia, laws for the gradual abolition of slavery, which 
neither Maryland nor Virginia have, at present; but 
which nothing is more certain than that they must have, 
and at n period no. remote.” 

Let me specially commend the authority of Wash¬ 
ington to the attention of those, who say that, if slavery 
is let alone, it will, in due time, he abolished by volun¬ 
tary emancipations. “There is (says that great man) 
onfif one proper and effeetual mode by which it can be 
accomplished, and that is by legislative authority." 
Washington reasoned right. Slavery will never be 
abolished—it never lots been, in any country—until the 
strong hand of legislation is fastened on it. 

Such, sir. are some of the examples and authorities 
which sustain my position that the abolition of slavery 
is within the competency of the law making power. 

But are examples and authorities necessary to sustain 
this position? Is there not something within every man, 
which tells him that the inviolability of properly in hu¬ 
man beings ramwt stand upon the same ; ground ns that 
of property in the things that God lias given t;> man for 
his ownership and dominion? Yes, thank heaven, 
there is that in man. It is the natural sense of justice 
| which God has implanted in the human bosom. It is 
i eoNsviKNeE, with its silent, s'eady, searching influence. 
What else i« it that so often visits the couch of the dy- 
ing slave holder, arid dictates the emancipation of his 
I skives.’ What, but a conviction that all is not right in 


To these examples I add that of this nation itself. It 
the first place, we have abolished slavery on the ore,in 
Our acts abolishing the foreign slave trade are. clear!;, 
nets of emancipa'ion. We enter a vessel of one of mil 
citizens, on the high seas, take the shave which he ha.- 
purchased in Africa, avid set him at liberty. What i: 
this but < mancipation! What but the abolition ot slave 
rv in one of its multiplied forms of outrage on hurnai 
rights? 

We also abolished slavery bv the ordinance of 1787 


j the relation which death is about to sunder. If, them, 

| the legislature of a state dissolves that relation, iulors 
1 but respond to a feeling which nhirits thorns upon many 
1 a slave holder’s pillow, and, following him to the verge 
i of life, compels hnn to release his grasp before lie goes 
to his final and feartul account, 
i The sense of justice of which I have spoken, has its 
I foundation in the great law of right which was i nip rests-' 
j ed upon the heart of matt at his creation; which was 
! re-enacted in the decalogue; and finally summed up in 


in the. territory northwest ol the river Onto. I he tub-;- - -- 

of the “articles of compact” of that ordinance, deel.tr- ’This idea of excluding slavery from tile northwest¬ 
er] “there shall he tieimer slavery nor involuntary ser- ern territory, scents to have been first brought out by 
vjtude in the said territory, otherwise than in the pun- Mr. Jefferson, in 1781, in his report as chairman of a 
ishment of crimes.” It is well known that there were committee of congress, of a plan for the government 
slaves in that territory at the tlato of the ordinance, of the western territory. It was not then adopted, but, 
who Were emancipated by it; and that, too, without three years afterwards, it found a place in an ordinance 
compensation. which may he ranked among the very first, in point, of 

It is worthy of remark that the preamble to those six importance, that was ever adopted by an American 
“articles of compact,” declares that they are established congress 
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law-making power to abolish slavery^arise from pot 
conmd?riiiS'iiie real foan&iitm on-which slavery resi% 
filavety mMlie mere crcaturp lof positive law* : The 
law of "naturti justice"—oldcr than human laws, and 
paramount to > thenv»aU*>eondenins if’ Without the 
support of'positive law, it stands as a mere usurpation. 
It roay. indeed shelter itself Under the power of law; 
but thatpmeir is as’dear & Murpatibn, as tlie slavery it 
protects. It is a .Tnere : attempt to sustain one wrong, 
by the penetration of, another. It is precisely the same, 
to prtnet/iie^ as though the law-making power slioulu 
undertake, byatatnte, to sanction the violation of fobiiiie 
chastity, or the uaking of human life without tho com¬ 
mission of prime; for a nian ? sright to be protected in* 
\vH:libcrip, restk on precisely the same foundation's©' 
hia riglit to the^sceurity of lift; ami the right of a \vo- 
mmj to ekhmptldti from slavery, is as complete aa her 
right to immunity from xwtj other personal.violatiom. 

Kowftvhtfl w it to abiihsh slavery'f ttis, o> rtjxol 
tMvfflstfhx Jam which m>iclion it~~m other words, to ' 
refieal the laws which have repealed tl viietemd kto of 
jodiee, «ad to restore that law toits full force. This is 
ABourtos. , Slavery would bo thus left, whei^'positiVc 
iavy The law of nhtum vriU : 

not sustain iff ^eysry tine of that la w prolioisnces its 
comlemnatioh. The common law will not; for that ia 
based on the great law Of natural justice, which jer- 
mits no man to be holden as property. “By the com- 
i luvv, (says lord chief justico Holt,} no man can 
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The truth is* the framers cif die constitution'intended 

tinnake congress entirely, independent of. the .people of 


moil mu, (says tom emet justico noit,j no man can (slavery and tne slave trade, with a boldness anc 
have property m another.”' And lord Mansfield, in the ness becoming their transcendent importance. 


■this district. You may, if yo^ p’ease, call tli& en ab¬ 
solute government. Butcml it wjiat ypp tvill, it is just 
3 Uds U "overmncf.t as the cohstitiition provides;' and it 
cannot he any other than i t isj vvitltout srubverting the 
great design of tlie constitutioh in providing for asepa- 
rate.territory as the 1 capital of tHco'UnitM’States. ' 

And congress lias uniformly proceeded. oh this 
ground,, in exercising its powers of legislation hsre. 
The history of drat lagislation for five and thirty years, 
does not present a single cSse in which the ground now 
taken has been assumed. Why, sir, look at the legisJa* 
tiou noiv iti ■ ppjgresa in another branch of congress, 
touching the:eupprcssioil ofthe circulation of email 
notes in this district. Though it is a measure deeply 
afiecutig the . busincts and the interests of the people 
here, ho one hhs thought of inquiring whether they have 
asked us to adopt the measure. 

But, petitions have como up to us from this district, 
on this very .Subject. I have already referred to a me¬ 
morial piesented but a few years ago, mgned by more 
tltnn efewft hundred citizens of tlie district—-many of 
them met); of great respectability* and many of diem 
slave-holders—-most earnestly and eloquently imploring 
congress to abolish Both slavery and tho slave trade 
; here. That memorial is among the printed documents 
. of this house; and it speaks out on the subjects of 
(daverv and the slave trade, with a boldness andearnest- 



JM1X1ED FAIT11 PLEDGED TO VIAOINIA AND MARYLAND, ON 
TOE ACCEPTANCE OF THE CESSIONS OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

It is said, in tho next place, that congress ought not to 
abolish slavery and the slave trade noro. because it 
would be a violation of faith plodgod to Virginia and 
Maryland on tho acceptance of the cost none of the ter* 
ritory composing this district. Tho objection seems to 
rest, in the first place, on tho assumption that tho nc* 
tkm of congress would oxcho hones of emancipation 
among the slaves in Virginia and Maryland, and there* 
fora, produce discontent, and encourage insurrection. 
Now, 1 admit the premises but deny the conclusion.* 1 
admit that tho abolition of slavery here, would excite 
hopes of emancipation in the neighboring states, be* 
cause its tendoncy would bo to increase tho disposition 
already'felt in them,, to abolish slaver)’. But would 
this tend to insurrection? Not at.all; unlcss'ii; be an 
insurrection of the generous feelings of our nature, 
among tho holders of slaves. Is this tho insurrection 
that gentlemen fear? Are they afraid of being con • 
vinota that it is wrong to hold human beings as proper¬ 
ty, and right and safe to emancipate them to tho privi* 
logos of men? To any other kind of insurrection than 
this, I deny that it has any tendency. Insurrection! 
massacre! murder! Are .these the offspring of hope? Nay, 
but of despair. What will give such strength to the 
human arm, or obduracy to the human heart, as des¬ 
pair. But mercy—kindness—compassion—justice! Did 
these, or the nope of them, ever turn a human heart 
to adamant, dr nerve a human arm for vengeance? 

You. may remind tne of St. Domingo; for that is tho 
standing bug-bear to frighten from evciy attempt at 
emancipation. But what of,St. Domingo? What but 
an illustration of tho correctn&s cf what I hard just 
asserted? ' It was not emancipation, or the hope of it, 
but an, attempt to reduce the emancipated hack to 
bondage, that led to scenes which have given to the 
name of insurTuction so deep and enduring a horror. 

A refutation of the argument drawn from appre* 
bended insurrection, is furnished in the entire absence 
of any manifestation of such a spirit, in the stated bor¬ 
dering on the free states, since the agitation of the sla- 
. very question commenced.- Never nave the slaves in 
those states manifested less disposition to insurrection, 

. than daring this period. In indulging apprehensions of 
insurrection—if indeed they are really:indulged—it 
seems net to be considered that the example of eman¬ 
cipation acts, not merely on the mind of tne sla.e, but, 
with great force, on the mind of the slave holder; tend¬ 
ing to produce in him a conviction that emancipation is 
sate, and that slavery is wrong. The consequence will 
be (1 will not insult the slave holder by supposing the 
contrary) more kindness on the part of the master, and, 
as a consequence of this, and the hope of ultimate de¬ 
liverance, more contentment on the' part of the slave. 

Butthete is another consideration which seems not 
to enter into the conceptions of the alarmists. It is the 
* security from insurrection furnished by abolitionists 
themselves. Regarding them as friends, the claves 
have confidence in them, and will listen to their ad¬ 
vice. And who does not know that wherever their 
voice can reach the slaves, it is heard in car jest ad¬ 
monitions to suppress all disposition to insurrection, 
and wait for deliverance from the volutary action of 
their masters, or the exertion of legislative power? An 
illustration of this is presented in ihe proceedings of 
the anti-slavery society of the state of Pennsylvania in 
February’, 1837, *.hen it was “P-solved, that we earn¬ 
estly recommend the colored people, both bond and free, 
to fulfill all their moral, social and religious duties, and 
thus show to the world that they deserve to be free.” 

As it is thus apparent that insurrection is not to be 
apprehended, (unless an increase of light, and stronger 
appeals to the sense of justice of slave holders should 
enhance the oppressions of slavery, which I am unwill¬ 
ing to admit) I ain justified in assuming that the whole 
ofdtis extraordinary claim in behalfof Virginia and 
Maryland is prompted by the consideration that aboli¬ 


tion hero may exert an influr-.co on tho public mind 
in those states favorable to abolition tlmVc. > 4 

Tho wholo of tho implied pledge amounts, then, to 
tlris,T-that congress will refrain from dping justice to 
thoso under its exclusive jurisdiction, because by tho 
mere force of its example, Maryland- and Virginia may 
bo induced to go and do iikuwiso. A mote unreason¬ 
able and absurd proposition in regard to tho actioirof 
this government, it seems n me, cannot he affirmed. 

In considering the subject of this implied pledge, it 
will occur to tivery one, on a first viow of tho subject, 
to ask—-why should a claim, involving such a reserva¬ 
tion in favor of Virginia and Mariana, and imposing 
tych a restriction on tho option of congress, havo been 
left to such a general implication? Why was there no 
reservation to that effect, expressed in the acts of ces¬ 
sion? or why, at least,, was there not something express¬ 
ed in them, from which such a reservation might bo 
reasonably and fairly inferred ? Tho subject of reserv¬ 
ing rights was not unconridered in making theso ces¬ 
sions. Both of them contain a special proviso—“that 
nothing herein contained shall bo cpnstrued to vest in 
tho United States any right of property in the sod, or to 
affect the rights of individuals therein, olherwieo than 
die samo shall, or may bo transferred by such indivi¬ 
duals to the United States." Why wasu not added— 
nor to vest in the United States any right to abolish slavery 
and the slave trade within the limits oj-thc ceded territory ? 

There was, certainly, more need of making this re¬ 
servation. expressly, if such u reservation was intended 
or desired by tho ccdingstatcs, than to make the reser¬ 
vation that was mndo; because tho general grant of 
“exclusive jurisdiction in nil eases - vlmtsoevcr,” plainly 
included the power to abolish slavery; while there 
was nothing in the terms or nature of tho cessions, 
which could, without a reservation, “affect tho rights of 
individuals,” to the soil. Tim proviso to which I have 
referred was introduced out of abundant caution. Ilow 
came that abundant caution to overlook the ease now 
in question? The abolition of slavery was then well 
understood to bo within the competency of legislative 
power; and “exclusive jurisdiction in all cases what¬ 
soever," manifestly included the “awe” of the abolition 
ot slavery; and yet, while a proviso wos introduced in¬ 
to tho cessions, reserving rights which really needed no 
reservation, there was an absence of any attempt to 
introduce a reservation in favor of slavery, which really 
was needed, to save it—if it was to he saved—from be¬ 
ing drawn within the grant of “exclusive jurisdiction 
in ail eases whatsoever.” 

The absence of all attempt to make n reservation 
upon the point in question is rendered tho more signili- 
cam and conclusive, by the fact, that, in the debates in 
the Virginia convention, on the adoption of the consti¬ 
tution, Mr. Madison, in reply to objections drawn from 
the supposed grant by the con*,(nation of unlimited 
authority over the “ten miles square” snid—“there mast 
he u particular cession by particular states, of the dis¬ 
trict to congress, and the suites may settle (he terms of 
the cession, and may mukc what stipulation they please 
in it.”* This suggestion,seems to nave satisfied Vir¬ 
ginia jealousy, in regard to die powers granted by tho 
constitution to congress, over the district. This debate 
was in 1783. In the very next year, the cession was 
made by the legislature of that s. ate—a body which 


* I confess my inability to perceive the force of this 
remark of Mr. Madison; for, although the “particular 
states” might , make wlmt stipulations they pleased in 
their cessions of the “ten miles square,” yc? the conse¬ 
quence of such stipulations ns should impose a restraint 
on the constitutional power of congress to “exercise 
exclusive jurisdiction in all cases whatsoever,” could 
only be to render such cessions ineffectual and void- 
congress having no power to accepTa cession which 
should not be in pursuance of the Sin section of tha 1st 
article of the constitution, which provides for such 
“exclusive legislation.” But Mr. Madison’s declara¬ 
tion is good for the purpose of my argument; for, if it 



I» 

contained, of course, ft largo number of t!io men who Whether, then, wo consider tho terms of tho cessions 
had composed the convention of tho previous yenr. by Virginia and Maryland; the omission bv those states 
And yet, t!ion?h wo find tho logkliiturn noting on Mr. of any ntfetnpt to impose restraint on the power of 
Madison's suggestion, so fur us to make a reservation exclusive legislation by congress; tho obvious purposes 
in regard to “tiny right of property in tho soil,” not a for which that power was granted; or # tho oxicnt to 
word wus introduced into the act of cession restricting, which tho principle of the objection might, if carried 
or having the least tendency to restrict, dio right of le- put, be applied—wo come to tho conclusion that there 
gistaiirg on the subject of slavery. is no foundation for tho claim, that we are prohibited, by 

Thus, then, wo find that all restriction on the power an implied pledge, from acting on tho subject before us. 
of congress in favor of slavery was omitted from the A further anu conclusive argument may be drawn 
uct8 of cession, under circumstances plainly showing from a consideration of tho peculiar circumstances un* 
that the omission was not inadvertent or accidental ; dcr which the cessions were made, and tho state of 
while tho relinquishment of jurisdiction by Virginia uud feeling in Virginia and Maryland on tho subject of 
Maryland, and the grant of power to congress in tho slavery, at the timo they were made, 
constitution, arc couched in terms so clear and unequi- It is well known that the question with regard to the 
vocul, as to ndmit of no possible construction, excluding location of the scat of government wns, for a long time, 
the power in question. And yet, in faco oi all this, it sharply contested in congress—Pennsylvania, Deln* 
is now gravely contended that there was an implied wave, Mury'Jhd, ajid Virginia, each claiming the priri- 
plcdgc on tho pnrt of tho United States, by the mere lege of having it within their respective limits—tho two 
net of accepting ibeso cessions, not to exercise a power latter urgently pressing for a decision in favor of die 
clearly granted in tin constitution, and which, in nin- location at this place- Of tho fifty-nine members of the 
king die cessions, Virginia and Maryland most signi- first congress, thirty-four were from tho states north of 
ficnntly omitted any attempt to control. Virginia and Maryland; in nil of which, as well os in 

, Equally preposterous does the pretension of “implied Virginia and Maryland themselves, there existed a 
l'nith" appear, when wo consider tho reasons which in- stron • anti-slavery feeling. What, in such a state of 
duccd the grant in the constitution of “exclusive ju- tiling.. would, have been tho result of a proposition on 
risdiction,” and the extent to which the principle in- the p t of Virginia and Mnryland, to incorporate; a 
volved in the pretension may be carrifcd. To tho first, “stipulation” in favor of slavery, in the acts of cession7 
I have already adverted; and it must be apparent to Most undoubtedly a rejection of the proposition to locate 
all, that such an “implied faith” would, in its whole the seat of government here. Nobody can doubt this; 
tendency, he subversive of the purpose for which the and none can doubt that Virginia and Maryland per- 
consiitmiun provided a “ ten miles square, ’’ for the seat fectly understood it. -They had no disposition, then, to 
of government. It would place congress in the most claim that the power of abolishing slavery should beex- 
humiiinting position imaginable; for, when the claim ceptedfrom the grant of exclusive power to legislate in 
now set up is stripped of its vague generalities, and pre- till cases; and they had as little disposition to talk of an. 
sonted in a definite form, it :«»nds this government, up- vnpt-ied understanding to that effect. Sir, if they had 
on every proposition to a bolish slavery in this district, to done cither, we should now have been conducting our 
die supreme governments of Virginia and Maiylnnd for deliberations within the limits of the Key-Stone State, 
leave to act in ti'.o premises. Nor is the principle which But independently of a desire to obtain the location 
works this strange result, necessarily confined to the of the sent of government here, there existed too, strong 
ease of slavery; hut it applies to every proposition to an anti-slavery feeling in Virginia and Maryland, to ad- 
do any thing affecting by possibility, the interests of mit of any attempt to make a “stipulation • in the ces- 
those states. Now, there are a great variety of cases in sions, in favor of slavery. This fact deserves the most 
which those interests may be affected by the general serious consideration: for the question is, not what Vir- 
influence of our legislation for the district:—such, for ginia andMaryland would mow have to be expressed or 
example, as die regulation of the currency of the dis- understood, if the cessions were now tobe made, but 
tries; and a prohibition of various immoral practices— what was the understanding then, when the cessions 
as the sale of lottery tickets, gambling, horse racing were niade?—or, what circumstances existed, from 
and the like; and also a pi.ihiuition of duelling. So, which a pledge of any kind, in favor of slavery, can be* 
t<>o, in the punishment of crimes,—as if we should inferred? 

abolish the punishment of death, and greatly mitigate To show the extent and strength of the opposition to 

other punishments. Any one can see.uit a glance, how slavery in Virginia and Mainland, at that time, let me 
very much tlic pecuniary interests of Virginia an J Mb- refer ,0 the. well known opinions of some of their lead- 
ryland, as in the,care of the currency, and their legis- in S public men. ‘'Washington, os I have already shown, 
la tion, ns in the other cases, might he affected by die con- no£ or) ly expressed his decided hostility to slavery, but 
stitutionnf action of congress in regard to die district. took the high ground of declaring that it ought to be 
Take another case—that of imprisonment for debt; abolished by law, and that, at a period “net remote?— 
(a remnant of barbarism, and fit to hold companion- Jefferson, in his letterto Doctor Trice, to which I have 
ship with slavery;) and suppose we were to abolish already referred, said—“this (Virginia) is the next state 
tliar. • Why, Ibrihwith, up rises the objection I am con- to which we may turn our eves for the interesting spec- 
sidenng, in another firm, and demands, in behalf of tacle of justice in conflict widi avarice and oppression; 
Virginia and Maryland, that weshull desist. “Hands a conflict in which the sacred side is gaining daily re- 
nir,” ,say,s the objector. Remember vour “implied crittto from the young men who have sucked in tho 
faith. ’ You are interfering with Virginia and Mary- principles of liberty with their mothers milk.” In his 
land “ institutions for wc have been accustomed, notes on Virginia, written in 1781, he says—“I think a 
“time whereof die memory of man runneth not to the change already perceptible, since the origin of the pre- 
contrarv,’ to cast our debtors into prison, and not let sent revolution. The Spirit of -the master is abating; 
them come out thence, till they have paid the uttermost that of the slave is rising from the dust; his condition 
farthing. Ifow can wc live without the enjovment molliiying, and the Way, I hope, preparing, under the 
ol this right? We shall lie ruined; and the debtor part mispices of Heaven, for a total emancipation? Mr. 
of our communities will rise in rebellion, and tear down Madison said, in the first congress, on the presentation 
our jails, which wc have been at so much expense in memorials from abolition societies touching the slave 
erecung. trade—“It is to be hoped dial, by expressing a national 

-1--;-——- disapprobation of this trade, we may destrpy it, and save 

was understood that a limitation might be imposed in ourselves from ,vp:.-xichcs, and our posterity the imbecility 
the cessions, so as effectually to restrain the power of ever attendin' on a country filled with slaves.” Mr. 
congress, the omission to introduce such limitation be- Career, of Virginia, said, m »he same debate—“He 
came most conclusive evidence of a willingness that hoped congress would do all that lay iatheir power to 
congress snemd exercise iho power without limitation, restore to human nature its inherent privileges, and, ii 



possible, to wipe off the stigma which America labored 
undor. The inconsistency in our principles, with which 
wo nro justly charged, should be done invuy, tlmt wo 
may show bv our actions, the px-o beneficence of the 
doctrine wo add out to tho world in our declaration of 
independence.” Patrick Henry said in tho debates 
in tho Virginia convention, on tho adoption of the fed¬ 
eral constitution—“Another thing will contribute to 
bring this event (tho abolition ,of slavery) about.— 
Slavery is detested. Wo feel iw effects; wo deplore 
it with all the pity of humanity.” In 1777, Jefferson. 
Pendleton, Wythe, Mason, and Leo, were appointed 
by the legislature ol Virginia, a committee to revise tho 
laws of the state; and, in tho discharge of (heir duty, 
they agreed to propose, as an amendment to a hill they 
had reported concerning slaves, n plan for the gradual 
abolition of slavery. It was finally concluded, not 
then to bring forward tho proposition; it having been 
found, as Mr. Jefferson .declared, that thft public mind 
would not yet bear it. “Yet, (said Mr.Jcfl'urson,) tho 
day is not distant, when it must bear, and adopt it, or 
do worse. Nothing is more certainly written in the booh 
of file, than that these people are to le free." 

The same disposition in regard to slavery was mani¬ 
fested by Pinkney, Martin, and other lending men of 
Maryland. The following, from a speech of .Pinkney, 
in tho Maryland house of delegates, m 1789, is a speci¬ 
men of tho freedom and boldness with which slavery 
was assailed at thnt period. It shows how strong were 
the workings of his great mind, and how vigorous the 
pulsations of his noble heart, while contemplating the 
wrongs inflicted on the African race, and their shame¬ 
less inconsistency with our professed devotion to the 
cause of freedom. 

“Sir, (said Mr. P.) let gentlemen put it home to them¬ 
selves, that after Providence has crowned our exertions 
in the cause of freedom with success, and led us on to 
independence through a myriad of dangers, and in de¬ 
fiance of obstacles crowding thick upon each other, we 
should not so soon forget the principles upon which we 
fed to arms, and lose all sense of that interposiuon of 
Heaven, by which alone we could have been saved 
from the grasp of arbitrary power. We may talk of 
liberty in our public councils, and fancy that we feel a 
reverence for her dictates—we may declaim, with all 
the vehemence of animated rhetoric, against oppres¬ 
sion, and flatter ourselves that we detest the ugly mon¬ 
ster—but so long as we continue to cherish the poison¬ 
ous weed of partial slavery among us, the worid will 
doubt our sincerity. In the name of Heaven, with 
what face can we call ourselves the friends of equal free¬ 
dom, and the inherent rights of our species, when we 
wantonly pass laws inimical to each—when we reject 
every opportunity of destroying, by silent, impercepti¬ 
ble degrees, the horrid fabric of individual bondage, 
rearedliy the mercenary hands of those from whom 
the sacred flame of liberty received no devotion? * * * 

“Is it, Mr. Speaker, because the complexion of these 
devoted victims is not quite so delicate as ours—is it be¬ 
cause their untutored minds ( humbled and debased by the 
hereditary yoke) .appear less active and capacious than 
our own—or is it because we have been so hnbituated 
to their situation as to become callous to the horrors of 
it—that we are determined, whether politic or not, to 
keep them, till time shall be no more, on a level with the 
brines? For ‘nothing,’ says Montesquieu, ‘so much as¬ 
similates a man to a brute, as being among freemen, 
himself a slave.’ 

“Call not Maryland a land of liberty—do not pretend 
thatshe has chosen this country for an asylum—that 
here she has erected her temple, and consecrated her 
shrine—when here, ala. 1 ;, her unhallowed enemy holds 
nis hellish Pandemonium, and our rulers offer sacrifice 
at his polluted altars. The lily and the bramble may 
grow in social proximity—but liberty and slavery delight 
in separation.” 

Referring, in the same speech, to the condition of 
slaves, as “the mere goods and chattels of their masters,” 
Mr, Pinkney said (what I have before quoted)—“Sir, 
by the eternal principles of natural justice, no master in 


tho state has a right to hold hisslaveiu bondage using!© 
hour.’’ 

Such was tho language of leading men of Virginia 
and Mnrylund, at, nitd .mmedintcly preceding, the pe¬ 
riod when un implied pledge to perpetuate slavery is 
Bought to bo attached to ail acceptance from those states 
of tho cession of this district. But I have yet further 
evidence of tho tendency of public opinion in tlk.se. 
states, at that period. I have had occasion to refer to 
tho memorial to congress in 1790, of an abolition socioty 
in Pennsylvnhin, ot which doctor Franklin wits presi¬ 
dent. But was Pennsylvania the only state which con¬ 
tained nil abolition society? And was doctor Franklin 
the only distinguished man connected with such n so¬ 
ciety? No sir; far from it. Besides the abolition society 
of Pennsylvania, there wero societies of this description, 
not only in Connecticut, New York, and New Jersey, 
but in Delaware, Maryland, end Virginia! They were 
state societies, with numerous auxiliaries; and hn'd con¬ 
nected with them; such fnen ns Swift and Tracy, of 
Connecticut— JaV and Hamilton, of New York—gov¬ 
ernor Bloomfield, of New Jersey— Franklin uml 
Rush, of Pennsylvania—BAYARDand Rodney, of Dela¬ 
ware— Ciiasf. and Martin, of Maryland, and McLean, 
Anthony, und Pleasants, of Virginia.* It is remarka¬ 
ble thnt the Maryland and Virginia.abolition societies 
were formed in 1789, and 1791, almost exactly cofem- 
pornry with the cessions, and acceptance, of the terri¬ 
tory forming this district. 

And now, sir, to show you something of the princi¬ 
ples and purposes of these societies, let me call your at¬ 
tention to the following extract from one of their memo¬ 
rials to congress. I quote from a memorial of the aboli¬ 
tion society Of tile state of Virginia. 

“Your memorialists, fully believing that righteousness 
exaltcth a nation, and that slavery is not only an odious 
degradation, but nil outrageous violation of one of tho 
most essential rights of human nature, and utterly r ?* 
pugnant to the precepts of the gospel, which breathes 
peace on earth; and good will to men, lament* that a 
practice so inconsistent with true policy, and the ina¬ 
lienable rights of man, should subsist in so enlightened 
an age, and among a people professing that all mankind 
are, by nature, equally entitled to freedom.” 

Such, Mr. Speaker, lire some of the evidences which 
exist, of the stnte of public feeling, on the subject of 
Slavery, about the period of the cessions and acceptance 
of this district—especially in Virginia and Marylaud. 
And is there any thing in all this to justify the pretension 
now set up, of an implied pledge to those states in favor 
of slavory in (he ceded territory? No sir. Nothingcan 
be more absurd. Even,' thing connected with the his¬ 
tory of-those time#i utterly forbids such an implication. 
Indeed, if wc were to go aside from the language of the 
acts of cession, and seek elsewhere, for grounds on 
which to rest an implied pledge, should we not be driven 
to an opposite conclusion? Would not the implied 
pledge be found to be, rathcr tlint we. would, than that 
we would not abolish slavery in this district? It seems 
to me it would. How did the mutter stand? Virginia 
and Marylund vvere about to part with their power to 
abolish slavery in this district; and if the question had 
been put to Washington, Jcnerson, Madison, Henry, 
Pendleton, Wythe, Mason, Lee, Pleasants,. Pinkney, 
Martin, and the numerous other men who were giving 
tone to public sentiment in favor of abolition, whether 
they would have a stipulation to restrain congress from 
acting on the subject here, who can doubt that they 
would have instantly said, no; we will neither propose 
nor agree to any such stipulation. If congress shall.be 
disposed to abolish slavery in the district, let them do it. 
There will then be another example added to that of 
Pennsylvania, to induce Virginia and Maryland to do 
right. That such would have been their language, it is 
impossible to doubt. And yet, gentlemen now talk of 
an implied pledge, that congress would not even begin to 


•William Henry Harrison, now general Harrison, 
of Ohio, was a member of the Virginia abolition socie¬ 
ty, being then a citizen of that state. 



abolish slavery in this district, ffty years v>- 
Washington raid that die example of the abolition by , ...... 

Pennsylvania must- ho followed by Virginia and Mary-1 the 
land “at a period not remote!’’. 


irs nflor general | lime: and why was nottho'nnti-slnvery exercise of that 
the abolition by freedom cxeop’rrl from the sob inn guarantee of i'. in 
rrinia and Mary- the article of amendment to winch I hn\c alluded? 


SU.YrOSED CONSTITUTIONAL G17 Alt ANT Y IN FAVOIt OF 
SLAVERY. 

There isnnothcr objection, somewhat allied that just 
considered, which I must! notice. The constitution , it is 
said, contains a guaranty in favor of slavery. Under 
this supposed guaranty, it is contended that this gov¬ 
ernment is bound to refrain from all legislation tonuing 
to impair the security and stability of that institution; 
and not only so, but. that it is bound to interpose its 
shield against all influences irom the non-slave-holding 
states, having that tendency. 

The first thing that strikes the mind, on looking at 
this objection, is the magnitude of the claim involved 
in itr-A guaranty of the security and stability of 
slavery! And this guaranty is claimed to bo part of | 
a constitution, formed at the close of u seven years war, 
waged in defence ot the principle that all men urc 
created equal!—a guaranty, involving disabilities, and 
obligations, on the part.oi'this government, then un¬ 
known to the constitution of any stole in the civilized 
world !*—a guaranty, which, to become effectual, must 
shut up the fountains of thought—command men not 
to reason—disperse their peaceable assemblies—seal 
their lips—seize their pens—manacle their presses, and 
shut out their prayers from the ears of their representa¬ 
tives in the halls of legislation! 

What a guaranty! Where is it to be found? We 
are told it is a constitutional guaranty. It should, then, 
be found in the constitution; not in obscure intima¬ 
tions—not in fur-fetchcd, labored constructions; but in 
clear, distinct, and well defined stipulations. Where 
are they? 

Other limitations on the power of congress, and 
guaranties in favor of particular rights, arc clearly 
stated. The first article of amendment prohibits con¬ 
gress from making any religious establishment—from 


restraining the people m the free exercise of their reli-1 constitution 
gion, and from abridging the freedom of speech and 
the press, and the right to assemble and petition for a 
redress of grievances. There are, also, in the subse¬ 
quent amendments, numerous other restrictions in fa¬ 
vor of the rights of the people. Why was the guaranty 
in favor of slavery, now retied on, omitted? Let it not 
be said that it is contained in that amendment which 
prohibits the taking of “private properly for public use 
without compensation.” Nobody thought of that as 
applicable to the case of slavery: for, in the first place, 
the constitution no where speaks of slaves under the 
denomination of “private property .” but as ‘‘persons 
held to service,•” and in the next place, abolition doqj 
not take them as “private property for public use,” as it 
would, if it drove than from private plantations to pub¬ 
lic works; but it takes from the usurpations of slavery 
ihn nrntcprinnnf law. nnrl restores to loon their “lirivatC 


the protection of law, and restores to men their “private 
property” in themselves. 

The power to abolish slavery was never more fully 
understood to be within the competency of legislation, 
than at the time the constitution was formed; and no 
body had ever heard abolition spoken of as th e ‘taking 
of private property for public use.” Why, then, if it was 
intended to restrain congress from abolishing slavery, 
in the exercise of its otherwise unlimited power of le¬ 
gislation for this district, was not the restriction made 
m terms natural nnd appropriate to such a purpose? 
So, too, the freedom of speech -and of the press was 
never more fully exercised against slavery than at that 


*At the time of the adoption of the federal con¬ 
stitution, there wns not a state in the union whose 
constitution prohibited the abolition of slavery by the 
k gislature. Since that time, in the progress of improve¬ 
ment, such a prohibition has been introduced into the 
constitutions of the following states, mamely: of Geor¬ 
gia, in 1798; Kentucky, in 1799; Mississippi, in 1817; 
Alabama, in 1819; and Arkansas, in 1830. 


Mr. Speaker: tliero is no wonder tlmt the constitu¬ 
tion contains no trace of tliA pretended guaranty in 
favor of slavery. It would present one of the greatest 
absurdities upon flic face of the earth. What greater 
absurdity could there bo than a Union composed of 
states huving free constitu'.ions, every one of winch gunr- 
nnlees/rm/om of speech nnd of the press—with u pro¬ 
hibition of the free interchange of thought nnd feeling 
between its members, incorporated in iho very law of 
its creation!—a prohibition rendering flic members of 
the confederacy, in fact, more foreign to each other, 
than cither of them are to the nations of another he¬ 
misphere! What a Union! Sir, the statesmen of ’87 
never dreamed of such a union. The conception did 
not enter the mind of one of them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that the constitution 
wns founded m a spirit of concession and compromise 
in regard to slavery, and flint there was in this a sort of 
guaranty to the South against any legislation on the sub¬ 
ject for this district, nnd any discussion of it by the peo¬ 
ple of the non-slave holding states. I know, sir, them 
was concession,and compromise in the formation of 
the constitution; and I know who have the benefits of 
them. They nro the slave holding states. Under the 
constitution, they enjoy—wlint they had not without it, 
and what they will loose if they give it up —the right to 
reclaim, williin the fice siates, their fugitive slaves; nnd 
also the right to claim the power of the union to protect 
them from “domestic violence.” They obtained also 
in the “compromise,” aright to have three-fifths of their 
slave property included in .the basis of representation. 

Now, sir, are not these concessions—with the exclu¬ 
sive power retained by the slave states over the subject 
of slavery williin their limits—enough, in all good eon- 
science, to be made in favor of slavery? Must the spi¬ 
rit in which they were made be urged as the founda¬ 
tion of a claim for still further concessions?—conces¬ 
sions, in fact, that were not even suggested when the 
' 'as formed? Who then asked that the 


freedom of Speech, nnd of the Press, and of the Post 
Office should be abridged in favor of Slavery'! Nobody. 
Such a proposition would have been responded to by a 
NO that would have reverberated from one end of the 
continent to the other. And yet we are now called on 
to yield all this— to sacrifice, moreover, the right of the 
people to petition, and surrender our own right to ban¬ 
ish slavery and the slave trade from this Capital of the 
republic—all in the spirit of concession and compro¬ 
mise which.formed the destitution! 

Mr. Speaker: this claim of “concession and com¬ 
promise” will never stop, till it has made slaves of us 
all. It demands every thing, and gives nothing. It • 
cannot defend slavery, and therefore demands that 
nobodyshall assail it! Concession truly! Sir, I yield to 
none in my desire for peace and harmony: but they 
may be purchased at too dear a rate. In \his case, the 
demand is too exorbitant—theprice too great. I cannot 
pay it. My constituents cannot. The north cannot— 
it ought no:—it will not. 

While considering the extraordinary claim that con¬ 
gress shall not exercise one of its most obvious powers 
—that of abolishing slavery in this, district—because it 
may weaken the institution of slavery, and countenance 
its abolition elsewhere, I have been struck with the 
ground taken by Mr. Madison, in the debate in the 
congress of 1789, to which I have referred. That de¬ 
bate, it will be remembered, was upon a memorial of 
Dr. Franklin, president of the abolition society of Penn¬ 
sylvania, praying, among other, things, that congress 
would “step to the verge of the power vested” in it, 
for discouraging the traffic in slaves. Mr. Madison “ad¬ 
mitted (says the report of that debate) that congress 
is restricted by the constitution from taking measures 
to abolish the slave trade. Yet there are, (said lie,) a 
variety of ways by which it could countenance the 
abolition; and regulations might be made, in relation to 
the introduction of them into the new stntes to be form- 



oil out of tho western territory. IIo thought tlio object 
wvMI worthy of consideration.” ^ , r , • ,, 

foro - .;,;,'. 1 ‘i.mj irado wnti.il;<. siuUm, ii no,v is, bom 
nboiisuiug slavery in them, might, uoverlheless, accord- 
iny to Mr. Mudiaon, “in n variety of' ways, countenance 
tlio abolition of the trade." 

’Apply thi9 to tho present case. IIpw would Mr. Ma¬ 
dison reason, if he were hero. He would ndmit, us 
we all do, that congress has no powor to abolish slave¬ 
ry in tho Btatcs, uny more than it had to abolish the 
foreign slave trude in 1789; but ho might say, as he then 
said—‘‘thero are a variety of ways by which it can 
countenance • the abolition”—such, for example, us tho 
abolishing of slavery in tho District of Columbia, and 
the other territories, and prohibiting the slave trade-hero, 
and tho commerco in slaves, between the states. 

The same ground, substantially, was taken by Mr. 
Madison at the previous session of congress, in tho dis¬ 
cussion of the bill laying duties on imports. Upon a 
proposition made by Mr. Parker, of Virginia to amend 
the bill, by inserting a clause, imposing a duty of ten 
dollars on each slave imported, it was urged by Mr. 
J ackson, of Georgia,; that tho operation ot such n tax 
would bu part.c.ilarly injurious to that state, which vpry 
much needed the importation of slaves. Mr. Madison, 
in reply, said: 

'•The dictates of humanity, the principles of the peo¬ 
ple, the national safety and happiness, and prudent po¬ 
licy require it of us. The constitution has particularly 
called our attention to it; and of all the articles con¬ 
tained in the bill before us, this is one of thoSasc I should 
be willing to make a concession upon, so fur ns 1 am 
at liberty to go, according to the terms of the constitu¬ 
tion, or principles of justice. * * * * * It is to be 
hoped that, by expressing a national disapprobation of 
this trade, we may destroy it and save ourselves from 
reproaches, and our posterity the imbecility ever attend¬ 
ant on a country filled with slaves. I do not wish to 
say any thing harsh to the hearing of gentlemen who 
entertain different sentimentsYrom me, or diticrentfrom 
those I represent; but if thero is any one point in which 
it is clearly the policy of this nation, so far as we con¬ 
stitutionally nan, to vary the practice obtaining under 
so me of me state governments, it is this. But it is cer¬ 
tain a majority of the states are opposed to this practice; 
therefore, upon principle, wc ought to discountenance 
it, as far as is in our power.’’ 

Here, then, we see the same enlarged and liberal 
view taken by Mr. Madison, as in the debate on the 
abolition memorials. To refrain from exercising a con¬ 
stitutional right, though it might operate somewhat par¬ 
tially, was the laU concession he would make in such a 
case; but ho would rather go as far “as wc constitu¬ 
tionally can,” to vary the practice obtaining under sonic 
of the state governments—that is, he would legislate for 
the purpose of influencing the state governments to 
abandon the practice of importing slaves; and this, too, 
upon the “principle” that a majority of the states were 
opposed to the practice. 

What gives still greater force to Mr. Madison’s re¬ 
marks in these cases, as applicable to tlie subject before 
us, is, that the came objeetso.,, now urged, of the dan-' 
gerous tendency of congressional action, was urged 
then. Said Mr. Jackson, of Georgia, in the debate on 
the abolitipn memoriaio—“I apprehend if, through the 
interference of the general government, the slave trade 
was abolished, it would evince to the people a disposi¬ 
tion towards a total emancipation, and they would hold 
their property in jeopardy. I hope the house will order 
thd petition to be laid on the table, in order to prevent 
alarming our southern brethren'' 

Mr. Madison understood the -argument so earnest¬ 
ly urged by the member from Georgia, and stood 
his ground unmoved by it. He evidendy felt the 
force of the consideration (deeply felt at that day on 
both sides of the Potomac) that slavery hail no 


claims on this government for ’protection boyond>tU$ 
strict letter of tho constitution: that tlio spirit of uro 
coiisiimiioii, mid ’of nil .nr ru.i 'initio-;.was against 
it; and that, if it took the “pound'of Iki.-li,’’ it imiot 
take ll by tho letter of tlio bond. Regarding it ns a 
question in which the dearest, rights of human nature 
wore-involved, ho wus willing, with Franklin, to "stop 
to the very verge of the power” vested by the constitu¬ 
tion, to " discountenance ” immediately, a trade which 
that instrument expressly prohibiten congress from 
abolishing prior to tho year 1808. How completely 
do Mr. Madison’s arguments, on these occasions, 
drive the ady'oeates of slavery from their position, that 
in tho mcro net of entering tho union, thero was an 
“implied faith,” that tlio liberty of speech and of tho 
press should bo abridged, and the constitutional juris¬ 
diction of congress over this district essentially restrain¬ 
ed, lest their exercise should exert nu inllucnco unfa¬ 
vorable to the existence of slavery in this district.* 

Mr. Speaker: hns it never occurred "to you, while 
considering tho claim of nn “implied faith," in favor 
of slavery, to look a little into tho matter of implied 
faith on the other side? It is among the leading grounds 
of complaint on the part of the South, that the consii- 
tutionnl balance of powor, between the slave holding 
and non-sin vo holding states is liable to be disturbed bv 
cHbrts tending to the abolition of slavery. Now, let 
gentlemen turn this matter round, and look at it from tho 
other side. Did any body dream, at the formation of 
#ho-/constitntion, that, witjjiu fifty years, there would 
be fourt now slave states admitted into the union, from 
without its originul limits? and that there would be, 
at the expiration of that period, a serious cilbrt made 
to introduce into it somo half a dozen more?— 
What greater violation of “implied faith’’ can there 
be than this? especially when taken in connexion with* 
the state of public sentiment on the subject of slavery 
at the adoption of the constitution. And yet the south 
is to be convulsed-with a very earthquake, and the un¬ 
ion is to be rent asunder, because an attempt is made 
to banish slavery from the District of Columbia—where¬ 
by an influence may possibly be exerted upon the slave 
states, so as, possibly to make them more willing to 
abolish slavery, and thus possibly diminish the slave 
representation in. congress! 

But there is another view of this matter. When a re¬ 
presentation of slave property was provided for, it was. 
done with theexpress understanding,that this ad van* age 
to the South was to be counterbalanced by the indirect 
advantage to the North, of that provision of the constitu¬ 
tion, by which direct taxes were to be apportioned among 
the several states, upon a ratio of population which, as in 
the representation in congress, included three-fifths of 
the slaves; s» that while trie South should have tho ad¬ 
vantage of a slave representation, it should be sub¬ 
jected to the corresponding disadvantage of a propor¬ 
tional increase of taxes for the support of government. 
Now-, sir, v/hathas been the practical operation of this 
arrangement? It has been that, while the South has 
enjoyed the full and increasing benefit of it,—insomuch 
that it has now twenty-five representatives of slave 
property in congrets—the consideration upon which the 

• benefit was conceded, has almost entirely failed. The 
supposed equivalent lias turned out to be no equiva¬ 
lent. But two direct taxes have been assessed since 
the commencement of the government; and a response 
to a private call on the treasury department enables me 
to state, that, of the seven hundred and nineteen millions 
ci receipts into the t reasury, fro m all sources, from the 

* It might as well be claimed that the liberty of speech 
and the press should be abridged on the subject of du¬ 
elling, as on that of slavery. So far ns relates to that 
liberty, the constitution no more guarantees protection 
to the one, than it does to the other. Congress may 
not prohibir duelling in the states, but it may '‘discoun - 
lenanaf’ it there, by prohibiting it here. 

* t Florida will asft admission soon. 




4th of Mnrcli, 1739, to tho 31st of December, .1839, but ous discussions, nnd generous sacrifices of that contest 
ffiftvo millions andthicc quarters have been the fruit of —Now, wo lmvo become rich and mi/jhty; nnd forget* 
direct taxation. ling the duys of our adversity nnd trial, nnd tho sulu* 

Ono would think that tho unexpected increase of titry lessons they unjgiit us, we go about to'“lengthen 
slave states, and the manifest advantage (without tho tho cords, and strengthen the slakes*’ of slavery. Je* 
expected equivalent) of a slave representation in cog* shurun line waxed fat; and tho Indians and Negroes 
gressi might lmvo hud tho elfoct of moderating south- are Jo be “kicked" nnd trampled, in the loftiness of his 
cm pretensions, nnd begetting a little modesty in the spirit, and the pride of bis puwer. 
tono of urging them. But, Mr. Spoukcr, although 1 the threatened veto of the president. 
have long looked tor these appropriate nnd becoming I cannot, Mr. Speaker, leave the consideration of 
rosults, 1 have not been permitted to witness them. In objections, without adverting to one other. I speak of 
truth, sir, tho enjoyment of uncompensated udvanta- it as an objection, though, in truth, it may liq moie pro- 
ges bus served only to give an appotito for moref so that properly termed an obstacle in the way of the exercise of 
wo have, at last, come to tho point, of witnessing, ‘ not tho power of congress over this subject. I refer to tho 
only a claim that tho national “faith” is pledged to pro- well known threatened veto of President Vnn Buret,, 
tect slavery th m tho drended power of investigation, but at the opening of his administration. It wns announced 
a clamorous demand that a foreign Stave State, large, in his first official act, that ho was “(lie inflexible nnd* 
enough for a future subdivision into half a dozen states, uncompromising opponent of every attempt on tho part 
shall De admitted into the Union. _ of congress to noolisb slavery in the District of Colum* 

Sir, when such doinands are inndo,itis time wo should bin, against tho wishes of the slave holding suites.’’ 
take a stand upon tho constitution as it was understood And ho added—“no bill conflicting with these views 
by its framers, and us it appears when thrown into tho can ever rcceivo my constitutional sanction." 
strong light of the period which gave it existence, It ip Without dwelling on the unprecedented and alarming 
time to maintuin here, a*nd everywhere, that it w'as not fn<*i of a declaration,in advance, by a chief magistrate, 
made to protect slavery; and that nothing is to be ini- that no bill Conflicting with certain views which he en- 
plied in favor of it, but that nil implications arc to be terrains, can ever receive his sanction, though the con* 
against an institution which declares war against the stituiional power of passing it, is admitted by him, I 
natural rights of man. It is time to maintain that, ex- will look, a moment, at this threatened veto, in another, 
ccpring the stipulation to deliver up fugitive slaves, and and most extraordinary aspect. It seems to me, Mr. 
protect the states from domestic violence, the constitu- Speaker, to introduce into this government a new etc- 
tion made, neither expressly, nor by implication, any went, of a very important character—namely “the 
guaranty in favor of sluvery: hut left it Jo standi if it viishcs of the slave holding states.” So important is it, 
could, or fall if it must, under the power of a rnfiss, that it actually operates, of itself, nsan absolute veto on 
whose freedom that constitution expressly secured, the legislation of both houses of congress. 

Such, sir, is the true position of slavery under the con- “The wishes of the slave linki ng states!” And how 
stitution. are these “wishes*' to be expressed, so as to take effect? 

In looking bnck to the times to which I have been Must the legislatures indicate them by resolution? Or 
necessarily drawn in an examination of this subject, it may they be expressed by the members of congress, 
is impossible not to fed deeply impressed with the con- from the favored states? As it may not always be con¬ 
trast between the Men and Principles of that, and die venient to have the state legislatures convened to de- 
present period. It is indeed amazing, after having ex- cido whether bills wliicb have passed both houses of 
jilored the history of the ten or fifteen years preceding congress shall become laws, it is presumed that the 
tne commencement of this government, and consider- opinions of the members of congress froiv “the slave 
od the principles and acts of that period, to come down holding spates” are to bo taken as satisfactory evidence 
to tho present time, and look at the pretensions now ot the “wishes’’ of those states. So then, after a bill 
set uy in favor, of the institution of slavery. With abolishing slavery and the slave trade in the District of 
what astonishment would a man from another hemis- Columbia, shall have been solemnly discussed, and 
phere, unacquainted with our present condition, but passed both houses of congress, and sent to tne presi- 
faniiliar with the period of wnich I have spoken.be dent for his signature, what are we to see? Why, a 
struck, on coming among us, and hearing, not only deputation from a secret meeting of the members from' 
that slavery continued to exist in the land ot Washing- “die slave holding states” presenting themselves to His 
ton, Jeflerson, Franklin, and Madison but that the Excellency with a resolution, declaring the bill to be 
Union, formed in the welding fieat of the revolution, “against the wishes” of those states, and proicsting, in 
was actually set up as a shield to protect it from that their name, against its sanction by kiin. And what 
“scourge of tyrants” a Free Press. Why, sir, look, your- next? Do we sec the president considering the bill, with 
self, at tho contrast. Let any man look at it, even a view to a decision whether, upon its merits, it ought to 
from the very midst of slavery, and tell me if he is not receive his sanction? Not at nil. The trouble of thus 
amazed and confounded. Fifty years ago, slavery was considering has been saved, by an expression of the 
regarded as an unwelcome and troublesome intruder; “wishes of the slave holding stares;'’ and the president 
to be got rid of as soon as possible. Nowfc it is treated, has nothing to do but to “pocket” the bill, or return it 
by many, ns an honored and cherished guest. Then, with a veto. 

it was a mere tenant at sufferance—No wit claims a fee Now, sir, what dpcs all this mean? Is this the gov* 
simple in the soil of freedom. Then, the press was its eminent of the constitution? Whoever heard, before, 
open and fearless assailant—Now, it demolishes presses, cf such a power as this, controlling die legislation of 
and destroys, or puts in peril, the lives of (heirconduc- the country? A minority, by the mere expression df 
tors. Then, legislative nails rang with bold and fear- its “wishes,” effectually controlling and putting down a 
less denunciations against it. Now, discussions of its majority! To what other than the slave’liolding inter- 
“sublime merits” are suppressed by “previous ouestions” eet has* any human being ever thought of conceding 
and prohibitory resolutions. Then, it was lashed, as such a power? Are there no other interests in the 
with a whip of scorpions, from one end of the land to country which are worthy of being thus consulted? 
the other—Now, it claims to be protected by the arm of Why, sir, suppose the South should petition for a repeal 
this government from all assailunts.- Then, it was an of the tariff; and the president should say, that he was 
enemy to liberty— Now, it is essential to the perfection of so inflexible and uncompromising in his support of the 
free institutions! . manufacturing interest, that he would veto any bill 

Sir, if the ground now taken in favor of slavery had which should be passed “agaijist the wishes’’ of the 
beep taken fifty years ago, it would have 6cnt a thrill of manfacturing states, AVhat would the South think of 
horror through tne whole length and breadth of this him? Would not every man from that section of the 
land. Then, we were fresh lroin the revolution; with country, forthwith put on his spectacles, andJook, with 
a public sentiment elevated and purified by th® vigor- profoundest sagacity, into every part of the constitution 




to sec if lie could find the power to reject a bill on such 
grounds? 

It should be observed, Mr.Speaker, that the objection, 
iu the form in which it is stated by the president, raises 
■ no question of expediency—involves no inquiry, into 
.facts—listens to no reasoiu—weighs no arguments—in 
. liict, hears no body but the. “slave holding, states;’’ and 
'■.'■tnem, only so far as to ascertain their 4 u>isA<a.” ' That 
• being done, the president writes upon tho,bill—" "inflex- 
tola uiid uncompromising opjsfSilion n - : -&nd die whole 
;i matter is ended! VVfey, say what is this, but a down- 
^ right alteration of the constitution. That instrument 
- H says that congress indy legislate, touching the District 
;&of ! Uolumbia, “in. all cst scs whatsoever.” The presi- 
><ient-takes up the cohsdtution, and adds— excepting 
^Whereat shall pe “’against the wishes of the slave iiold- 
stales.” Hero, sir, is "state interposition" with a 
^vei^etmce. KULLIfiCATlON never stoodforth inn 
^niq^s fiaked and odious form than this. 

K ■*>., ; THREATENED DISSOLUTION OF THE UNION. 

- There is one other obstacle in the way of exercising 
- (j .lhe power of congress in the case before r.s, which I 
phaiBt “briefly notice. It is not founded on objections 
> r drawa from the constitution; for it is, itself, a flagrant vio* 
laden of it. It rests not upon supposed danger; for it. 

" rushes directly wtoit. It is not based on a love of the 
-, unio n, for it dissolves itj and scatters the fragments to 
•the winds of Heaven, icall it not an objection , because 
thht seems to imply sonic relation to reason and argu- 
meat, wliilo this, like me threatened veto upon the 
ground of state .“wishes,” has nothin" to uo with 
either;. And what is this obstacle? Why, sir, it is 
^neither more nor less than this:—If you, the Congress 
Hof the United States, dare to .abolish slavery and the 
■ --'slave trade iu the District of Columbia,—nay, if you do 
;/ i,bul entertain the discussion of it, we will, forthwith, go 
g&home and dissolve the Union, 

Speaker: I will not treat this subject as the per- 
^petuil-recurronco of ihethreat of dissolution-would jus- 
will resort, neither to ridicule nor defiance, in I 
Pilns matter. But imeet it simply $»y declaring my utter 
S ilisbehef that any man, or combination of men, possess i 
-H-thepower to bring about a dissolution of this Union. I 
mit know out a single state might be made mad 
^ctfdugh to leave it; though! think sne. would soon be* 
%com«f sane enough to return. But, the dissolution of 
/ the Union! That is a very different thing; and the 
-manor men who might move a single stute, can no 
more dissolve this glorious Union, than could the Con* 

; tinent which rests beneath us, be shaken and over* 

-H turned by the efforts of a pigmy. 

H Dissolve the Union! Wiiy, sir, the people must dis¬ 
solve, this Union, if it is ever to be dissolved. Men 
may talk about it here, as though it were a matter of 
..trilling moment, and of easy accomplishment. But, 

. ujr, they have notsoberly reflected on the subject They 
have not considered, that there are spread cutover the. 
v-lengdi and breadth of this land a people who do not 
%i sympathise, and cannot be made to sympathise, in the 
hngrv feelings which prompt the threats of dissolution, 
almost daily uttered or insinuated .here:—a- people, the 
i'great ihass of whom can no more be brought to the 
I?, point of giving uplhelhtion, than they can be persue- 
iW-tfed ip--abandon 1 the gravep of their fathers, leave the 
' good land which they have inherited from revolutioiia* 
valor and virtu#; and move, en masse, beyond, the 
'• farthest mountains of die west. Sir, let a, scheme 
r; iifori dissolution be once definitely projected y and let 
^ItsprojectotacoKie'oKt with an undisguised exhibition of 
it*. their design, and they would find every where a strength 
H: of attachment to this Union which'theydo not dream 
and which, until such attempt shall bo seriously 
^^.ldc,canneverbefullyknown. t - 

the Union! And fir wmtt Because men 
and women ask congress to repeal the laws which au* 
thorite a part of the people of this district, to hold and 
sell another part as property? Dissolve the Union, 
■j because congress listens to such petitions, and dehbc* 
> rates whether it will grant them? Dissolve the Union, 
becausivtn the exercise of ifb clearly granted powers, 


congress proceeds to do, what a large portion of chris-... 

• tendons has done within the last fifty years—t#e aimyj; 
the protection of law from the usurpations, of slavery }H ■ 
and that, within a territory but ten miles square? Are 
the people going to dissolve this union for such causes as 
these? No— never~- never. Why, sir, if congress 
should even pass a law abolishing slavery in the states, 
the people would not, therefore, be so insane as to dis¬ 
solve the Union.- No. They would coolly tell us we 
had exceeded our powers—appeal to tho courts for 
proteedpn—and quietly wait the result. 

.1 know, sir, the people am liable to bo excited; but 
let. the man who shall project a dissolution cf the Union, 
tsvvare ef the direction which excitement may take on 
this’ subject. Let him see to it, that he finds a shelter 
, from the storm; and let him remember, that, from tho 
tnoment he comes forth the avowed advocate of disso¬ 
lution, anu moves towards its accomplishment, he stands 
out, thenceforth, before Heaven ana Earth, the scathed 
monument of a Nation’s indignation, and a Nation’s. 


And now, Mr, Speaker, let me ask, in view of the 
considerations I have urged, what is the duty of the na¬ 
tion in regard to this great subject? Slavery and tho 
slave trade exist in this district The protection riliey 
.once enjoyed under the laws of Virginia and Mary¬ 
land, has, with the exclusive jurisdiction oyer this terri¬ 
tory, been transferred to the Nation. Ins by the Na- 
tion’s laws, and by them alone, that these violations of 
the great law of “natural justice," are sanctioned and 
sustained here. It is by the Nation’s laws that men and 
women are hdre held as property—that they are sold at 
auction—that they are collected in droves—confined in 
"private jails,” and forced away from friends and home, 
into n distant and hopeless bondage. Yes, sir, THE 
LAWS OF THIS NATION throw around ail these 
enormities the shield of their protection. 

Let me not be told, that there are but few slaves here, 
and that the nation should not be agitated with so smail 
a matter. It is true there are but nbout 7,000; and they 
bear bi t a small proportion to the 3,000,000 in the whole 
country. But, sir, if there were but one, that one would 
be entitled to our protection. Suppose that oqe were 
the wife or child of fine us- How long should we be in 
finding some liing in the “golden rule,” to apply to the. 
case? Whataflood of light would be iiistantly thrown 
upon it! . Every word would be full of meaning. Oh, 
sir, say not that this is a small matter, when it concerns 
the “inalienable rights” pf mnn. . It was a noble senti¬ 
ment of a heathen poet, who had been himself a slave— 
Homo sum; humnni nihil a me alienum puto. 

I am a man, and nothing which relates to man can 
be foreign to me. Yes, sii; if butonc man isenslaved, 
that munis a representative of the human race, and tho 
whole are wronged in the person of the sufferer. 

And now, sir, let us look this subject full in the face. 
Itfo nut to be put-aside, ns of inconsiderable import¬ 
ance. It is, in truth, one; of the greatest that can be 
presented to*ur_ consideration. Our relation to it throws 
upon us responsibilities of immense moment* Wecan- 
not shake them off. ' Let us, then, meet them promptly. 
If we ought not to net, let it be shown. If these evils 
are to be- perpetual here, let it be avowed. If the city 
that bears the name of Washington is to continue to 
be the greatest market for human flesh on the continent, 
let it be proclaimed to the world in pur solemn deter¬ 
mination, that the detestable traffic shall continue to be, 
and shall forever be, protected by the laws of this Great 
Nation. But if we thus determine, let us not stop here. 
Let us make a decree, which ehall paralyze, t he Nation¬ 
al Intellect; which ehall harden the National Heart; 
which shall scar the National Conscience-blot out tho 
Declaration of Independence.—repeal the Golden Rule 
—roll back the wheels cf time, and shroud our .beauti- 
ful and beloved country in the night of hopeless ig¬ 
norance nnd barbarism. Let us do this, and bo 6on- 
sislenl —consistent, ut least m wrong, if we will net 
be, in jnaintaing, and carrying out, the noble Principles 
which have given us a name, and made us a praise, 
throughout the whole earth. 




